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ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE. 


INCORPORATED A.D. 1720. 


FUNDS In HAND 


5 EXCEED 
#, 5,000,000. 


CLAIMS PAID 


EXCEED 
£42,000,000. 


FIRE, LIFE, ANNUITIES, ACCIDENTS, BURGLARY, EMPLOYERS’ 
LIABILITY, SEA, FIDELITY GUARANTEES. 


Write for full Prospectus to Taz SzoreTary, Head Office, Royal Exchange, London, E.C. 


LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED. 


24, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, W.C. 


EsTaBLISHED 1853. 

Capital Stock .. . £400,000 
Debenture Stock see ... £278, "130 
REVERSIONS BOUGHT. LOANS MADE THEREON. 
Proposal Forms and full information may be had at the Society’s Offices. 

. OSCAR NASH, F. t A., Actuary and Secretary. 
IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 4 


x In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenantsinclude a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSU RANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, "E. Cc. 

Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED 1836. 
10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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Current Topics. 


The New County Court Rules. 

WE print elsewhere the new County Court Rules on which 
we commented last week. They should be read in connection 
with the Order in Council (ante, p. 131) establishing the system 
of Major County Courts. 


Rules Under the Licensing Act, 1904. 


A satcu of rules is stated to have been made by the Home 
Secretary under section 6 of the Licensing Act, 1904, but they 
were not issued at the time of our going to —_ We give 
elsewhere, however, the rules which relate to the omnehenent 
of the persons entitled to compensation, and the amount of 
and payment of compensation, extracted from the 7iwes, which 
seems to have obtained an early proof or draft. 


The New Land Registry Office. =] 
Tux creat building in Lincoln’s-inn-fields, now being erected 
at an enormous cost for the Land Registry, has not until 
recently shewn in its architectural features any special symbolical 
meaning, ess, indeed, the monotonous repetition of parts, 
the fashion of children’s “ bricks,” is intended to intimate that the 
Tete of which aA is to be the centre, SS children’s 
“ bricks,” was “made in Germany.” But we have al felt 
confident that before the building was completed we woeheuiben 
some all enshrined in it; and at last it has 
oe pa cs neg next Serle-treet is now mong with a 
gian This, of course, symbolizes the extinetion 
ct wala about to be : taken in hand. All these 
ghts are to be put out by compulsory application jon of 
tial There are two or three holes in the extinguishers, 
a cn rellecti - of which puzzled us i 
ut on reflection ane, 5 oth Cae Sea They represent 
the openings left for the doomed solicitors 
in the hun oe ee 


Hie 


A Parallel to the ovine Case. 
sa Bmmege into the circumstances attending a death of 
a member of the Nationalist party in the 
puties, which is causing eo much excitement i 
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Paris, may remind many persons now living of an inquiry, 
nearly thirty years since, as to the death by poisoning of an 

ish barrister, Mr. Coantes Detaungy Bravo. A coroner’s 
inquest was held without any conclusion being arrived at as to 
how the poison was administered. Suggestions were then 
made from various quarters that Mr. Bravo had met his 
death by foul play, and the Court of Queen’s Bench granteda writ 
forafresh inquest. This inquest, which was attended by eminent 
counsel, and in the course of which a number of witnesses 
were examined and cross-examined at great length, lasted 
nearly a month. As in the case of M. Syvzron, the question 
was whether the evidence pointed to murder or suicide, and the 
theory of suicide was vigorously rejected by several persons who 
were intimately acquainted with the deceased gentleman. The 
coroner’s jury found by their verdict that the deceased did not 
commit suicide; that he did not meet with his death by mis- 
adventure, but that he was wilfully murdered by the adminis- 
tration of tartar emetic, but that there was not sufficient evidence 
to fix the guilt upon any person or persons. This verdict was 
severely criticized in the public Press, as tending to throw upon 
individuals suspicions which could neither be verified nor refuted. 
We have recently perused the evidence, and while there are 
undoubtedly facts which would have considerable weight in 
inclining any one to the view that the unfortunate gentleman 
died by suicide, we can find nothing in the shape of proof, how- 
ever indirect, to warrant the conclusion that he died by murder. 
We can only e our surprise that a jury after so protracted 
an inquiry should have decided upon what we cannot but think 
was an irrational verdict. 


Liability of Assents by Executors to Stamp Duty. 


Tue Ixtaxp Reveyve authorities do not appear to be very 
successful in their present policy of making demands for stamp 
duty on instruments —ikh, both by the practice at Somerset 
House and by the understanding of conveyancers, have hitherto 
been ized as free from stamp duty. The latest instance is 
in Kemp v. Inland Revenue Commissioners (reported elsewhere), 
where it was contended that an assent in writing by an 
executor to a devise of freehold property requires a 10s. 
stamp. The possibility of such a question being raised has, 
of course, long been recognized. Section 62 of the Stamp 
Act, 1891, imposes a duty of 10s. on every instrument 
whereby any property on any occasion, except a sale or 
mortgage, is transferred to any person, and it is a plausible 
view that, since the title of a legatee of leaseholds depends 
on the executor’s assent, such assent has the effect of trans- 
ferring the property from the executor to the legatee. In 
fact, however, the assent is no more than evidence that the 
leaseholds are not required for the payment of the testator’s 
debts, and the effect of the assent is to affirm the title which the 
legatee takes under the will, The leaseholds vest, indeed, in the 
executor in the first instance (2 Culverhouse, 45 W. R. 10 ; 1896, 2 
Ch. 251), but upon the assent they vest absolutely in the legatee. 
The assent does not transfer the . It simply enables the 
bequest im the will to take effect. It seems that this has been 
always ized with to bequests of leaseholds, but 
under the Land Transfer Act, 1897, the doctrine of assent has 
been applied to freeholds, and its operation, therefore, has been 
very considerably extended. Hence it has been thought worth 

to raise the present contention. It is clear, however, as 
Pasion, J., observed, that the same law must apply to the 
assent by an executor in regard to a term of years as to an 
assent in regard to freeholds, and the reasons which presumably 
have satisfied the authorities that duty could not be claimed on 
written assents to bequests of leaseholds equally prevent the 
duty from being payable on assents to devises of frecholds, 


The Major County Courts. 


Tux Oxvex in Council establishing certain county courts as 
jor county courts, which we printed last week, will doubtless 
have been read with interest by solicitors in all parts of the country. 
glance at the Order will shew that it is very incomplete. 
fidty-lour county court circuits only twenty-two figure in the 
order, and it is to be presumed that it is intended to supplement 
it by « further order. Bowe of the omissions are easily ox- 
the special circumstances of the circuits, Circuit 


: 








No. 21, for instance, is confined to Birmingham, and there is no 
opportunity for any transfer of causes, and a similar remark 
applies to the metropolitan county courts and to Circuits 8 (Man- 
y & aren and Salford) and 14 ( and Wakefield). But through- 
out the country generally there are numerous circuits in which no 
attempt at daadietion been at present made. In circuits 
like Nos. 4 and 5, which include, with Preston, Lancaster, and 
Bolton, a number of considerable Lancashire towns, it is possible 
that no transfer is in contemplation, — this is hardly 
reconcileable with the fact that on Circuit No. 6 causes from 
Southport and St. Helens are to be sent to Liverpool. At any 
rate, there is no apparent reason for making an order as to 
Circuit No. 15 and omitting Circuit No. 16, both of which 
include numerous towns in Yorkshire. And it is noticeable that 
on some circuits a single town is made the head of the circuit, 
and all major causes are to be transferred to it, while in others 
the circuit is parcelled out among two or more towns. The 
former ment holds on Circuit No. 19, all the towns of 
which, including Chesterfield and Burton-on-Trent, are sub- 
ordinated to Derby, and Circuit No. 50, where such places as 
Dorking, Redhill, Eastbourne, and Hastings have to send their 
major causes to Brighton. How far this is the result of the 
judge’s own personal wishes and how far of geographical 
considerations we are not in a position to say, but we have an 
impression that a transfer, for instance, from Dorking to 
Brighton will not be very acceptable to the parties and their 
advisers. With this single town scheme may be contrasted the 
arrangement of Circuit No. 38, where, out of fourteen towns in 
Essex, ten are recognized as major county courts. It would be 
premature to offer any final be ee upon the order, but it appears 
to be modelled upon no intelligible plan, and we imagine it will 
not escape a good deal of criticism. 


Criminal Statistics for 1903. 

Tue Croat Statistics for 1903 have just been issued by the 
Home Office with an introduction which has been prepared by 
Mr. W. J. Farrant. Both in the number of persons tried at 
assizes and quarter sessions and inthe number of those tried by 
courts of summary jurisdiction, there is a considerable increase. 
The number brought up for trial before the superior criminal 
courts in 1903 was 11,882, an increase of 858 on the average for 
the five years from 1899 to 1903—namely, 11,024. In 1900 the 
number, after decreasing almost continuously for nearly forty 
years, reached its minimum, and the figures for the succeeding 

ears have, Mr. Fanrant says, been slightly, but progressively, 
ng Of the 11,882 persons brought up for trial, 302 were 
not actually tried; among the remaining 11,580, the acquittals 
numbered 1,891, and the convictions 9,642, while 44 persons 
were found guilty but insane, and three children were committed 
to industrial schools. The convictions included 41 death sentences, 
of which 14 were commuted to penal servitude for life. The 
number of persons tried by courts of summary jurisdiction in 
1903 was 791,814, of whom 46,562 were charged with indict- 
able offences and 745,252 with non-indictable offences. Both 
totals have increased, and the number of indictable offences was 
886 greater than in 1902, which year also was considerably 
worse than the preceding years since 1893. If the number 
brought up for trial for indictable offences at assizes and 
quarter sessions and before courte of summary jurisdiction are 
added together, the total for 1903 is 58,444. The correspond- 
ing total for 1902 and the annual average for 1499-1903 were 
57,068 and 55,018 respectively. For many years prior to 1899, 
observes Mr. Fanrnant, there was a steady decline (with 
occasional slight interruptions) in the number of persons tried 
for indictable o: but since that year the figures have 
progressively i 

The Increase of Crime. 

Bur waxivx serious crime ap rs to be on the increase, Mr. 
Fanuant pute a more favourable aspect on the figures by divid- 
ing the offences dealt with summarily into non-indictable 
ollenees of a criminal character, and offences which, though 
technically criminal, cannot be regarded as criminal in the 
proper sense of the term. Non-indictable offences of « criminal 
character numbered 69,451, which, with the 58,444 indictable 
offences, give an aggregate of 147,695, ‘The corresponding 
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annual average from 1899 to 1903 was 152,303; so that on this 
presentment of the figures there is a substantial improvement. 
The largest figures are reached in the offences dealt with 
summarily which are not really criminal, and here there is an 
increase; the aggregate for 1903 was 655,801, as against an 
average for 1899-1903 of 640,990. The casual observer 
might put this down to the ubiquitous motorist, but 
the offences under the Highway Acts shew an increase of 
only some 3,000 over the average—namely, 44,705 in 1903 as 
against a five years’ average of 41,766. In fact, the increase 
under the head of drunkenness is sufficient to account for the whole 
of the increase in the total—230,180 as against an average of 
213,803. On the face of it, this offence would seem, in spite of 
all the efforts of temperance reformers, to be on the increase, but 
Mr. Farrant ascribes the greater part of the growth for 1903 | 
to the large powers given to the police by the Licensing Act, 

1902, which came into operation on the lst of January, 1903. | 
A table is given of the prosecutions for drunkenness in the | 
different counties, and the figures seem to shew remarkable | 


variations in the extent to which the powers of the police are | 





county court debtors imprisoned. From 7,867 imprisoned 
in 1899 the number has risen steadily to 10,544 in 
1903. It is legitimate to ask whether all this imprison- 
ment does any good, and whether such a method of 


1 


exercised, but no column is inserted for population, and without | a jer. . 
this information the table does not afford reliable guidance. The | and visible means within the meanin 
tables relating to prisons shew a considerable increase in conditions hereto, and such injury s 


payment of his losses. Does the mere fact that they have 
notice that the customer requires the money for the payment of 
his bets bring the case within the meani 
Mr. Dicey expresses the strongest doubt whether a loan which 
the borrower intends to use, but is not bound to use, on a 


of the section? 


wagering contract is made “‘ in respect of” such contract, and urges 
that, if Parliament had intended to render invalid the promise 
to repay a loan of money lent to a borrower in order to enable 
him to make wagers, it could easily have introduced into the 
Gaming Act, 1892, a distinet reference to money lent. We 
entirely agree in Mr. Dicry’s conclusion that, in the absence of 


| express authority, it must be taken that money lent to a man 


who means to make or to pay wagers therewith can be recovered. 


Casualty Policies. 

Tue supGMENT of Bray, J., delivered on the 21st of Decem- 
ber, in the case of Scarr v. The General Accident Assurance Co. is 
a useful addition to the reports of cases relating to casualty and 
miscellaneous insurance. Mr. Scarr was insured by a poli 
under which the money became payable “if the assured 
sustain any bodily injury caused by violent accidental external 
of this policy and the 
be the sole and imme- 
diate cause of the death of the assured.” By condition 4 the 
policy did not extend “to cover death orinjury arising . . . from 
a natural disease . . . though accelerated by accident.” Scare 
was the manager of the business of a maltster, and was believed 


collecting debts might not well be abolished. The success of the | be in good health and free from any weakness in the heart. 


police in following up offences is very much greater in offences 
against the person than in offences against property. Of crimes 
of the former class 3,521 were reported to the police and 3,095 
persons were apprehended or summoned. Of crimes of the latter 
class 9,920 were reported and only 3,691 persons were appre- 


| On the 26th of December, 1903, he had occasion to use some 
| force in ejecting a drunken man from the premises, and imme- 
| diately afterwards disclosed symptoms of heart trouble, which 


| resulted in his death on the 25th of January, 1904. It 


appeared from the medical evidence that his heart was, on 


hended and 43 summoned. Mr. Farranv’s introduction professes | and prior to the -26th of December, 1903, in a weak and 


to be no more than a summary of the figures, and a very useful 


| unsatisfactory condition ; that is to say, there was fatty degenera- 


} 


and interesting summary it is, but the Home Office might well | tion and hypertrophy or increased size. The effect of the 
follow the example of the Bankruptcy and Winding-up Depart- | Physical exertion used by the deceased on the morning of the 


ments, and make this annual report a means of suggesting reforms 
in the criminal law. 


Loans for Wagers. 


Mr. A. V. Dicey, K.C.,in a short paper contributed to the 
last number of the Zaw Quarterly Review, headed ‘“ Loans for 
the Making or Payment of Wagers,” considers the following 
case: ‘‘A., who is a money-lender, makes a loan of £1,000 to 
X., with the full knowledge that X. borrows the £1,000 for the 
purpose (1) of using it in a ny | bets at the Derby; or (2) of 
using it to pay bets which he has lost at the Derby. CanA, in 
both or either of these cases, recover the £1,000 from X.?” The 
question is considered with reference to the Gaming Act, 1892 
(55 & 56 Vict. c. 9), which runs as follows: “Any promise, 
express or implied, to pay any person any sum of money paid 
by him under or in respect of any contract or agreement 
rendered null and void by 8 & 9 Vict. c. 109 [i.¢., any wagering 
contract |, or to pay any sum of money by way of commission, 
fee, reward, or otherwise, in respect of any such 
contract or of any services in relation thereto or in 
connection therewith, shall be null and void, and no action 
shall be brought or maintained to recover any such 
sum of money.” Before considering the arguments of Mr. 
Dicey, who discusses the question with his customary force and 
lucidity, we will suppose an imaginary case which might easily 
arise in the transactions of daily life. A country gentleman 
walks into the parlour of his bank, and asks the manager for 
leave to overdraw his account to a stated amount, saying that 
he has been unfortunate at Newmarket and has to make heavy 
payments without delay. Is it the duty of the manager, who 
under different circumstances would have been quite willing to 
provide the acoommodation, to tell his customer that, inas- 
much as there would be no —_ liability to repay the loan, the 
bank must decline to make the advance? It will, we think, 
strike any one that in the instance which we have given the state- 
ment by the customer of the pur for which he requires the 
advance is a mere accident, and that the bank have no interest 
in the destination of the money which they advanced. They 
have no legal right to insist that the oustomer shall apply it in 





| 26th of December was to require increased work from the heart 
| and to produce dilatation, which was the cause of death. It was 
| contended on behalf of the representative of the deceased that 
| death was due to an accidental injury or strain on the heart, and 
| that the company was liable. The learned judge, after taking 
|time to consider, held that no injury had been caused by 
| accidental means withia the meaning of the policy. The violent 
| exertion was intended, and not accidental ; the case being like 
| that of a man who injures a weak heart by ing to catch a 
train. We would ourselves couple with this illustration the case 
_ of a man being seized with apoplexy immediately after plunging 
‘into a bath. The effect of the decision may be said to be that 
| the word “ accident ” does not extend to anything which is the 
| matural consequence of anything intentionally done by the 
/assured. The great increase in the number of policies against 
| accident will render this decision of particular value. 
| 
| A Master’s Lien for Costs of Litigation. 
| Ture prciston of Barns, J., in The Elmeiile (1904, P. 319), with 
| reference to the liability of the master of a ship upon his draft 
| for coals supplied to ship, has had a somewhat curious sequel 
lin The Elmviile (No. 2) (1904, P. 422). The object, of course, 
| of the captain giving his draft for coals is that the coal suppliers 
{shall thereby obtain indirectly a lien upon the ship for the 
price. This they will not do, indeed, if the coals are supplied at 
.a home port on the order of the owners, and if the in gives 
his draft under arrangement with the owners. This is nota 
| liability which he necessarily incurs as master in the course of 
navigating his ship: The Orv (18M, P. 271 ; 1895, P. 49). 
But where the master takes in coal at a foreign port without 
| communicating with the owners, it is different. He then incurs the 
| liability on account of the shipin the ordinary courseof hisemploy- 
| ment, and if he is rendered liable on the bill, this is a liability which 
| is covered by a lien upon the ship: The Ripes (My (1897, P. 226). 
| This is by virtue of section 167 (2) of the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1884, which provides that the master shall have the same 
rights, liens, and remedies for the recovery of disbursements or 
Liabilities properly made or incurred by him on account of the 
ship as a master has for the recovery of his wages. Bar 
supposing that, with a view to making it clear that he is liable 
a 
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_ on the bill, and that he has therefore a claim on the ship, he 
contests his liability and fails, can he add the costs thus incurred 
to his liability as master and include them in hislien? In the 
first case of Zhe Elmville (supra), Barnzs, J., seems to have 
intimated that the master might well defend the action for the 
purpose of having his liability judicially established; but 
although there were special features in the case, there was no 
doubt as to the coals having been supplied and the draft given 
for them, and Sir Francis Jeune in the second case has now 
held that there was no real ground for defending the action, 
and that the defence was not one which the master in that 
capacity was bound to make. Hence the liability of the master 
for the costs of it was not a liability to which the lien for 
disbursements extended, and it was postponed to the claims of 
the mortgagees of the ship. The obvious moral is that a 
master who is sued on such a draft should let judgment go by 
default uniess his costs are adequately guaranteed by the owners. 


Specialist Law Reports. 
Tas 1s an age of specialization, and after the publication of a 
collection of text-books and treatises upon some particular 
branch or de ent of the law, it is quite natural that a 
demand should arise for a collection of decided cases relating to 
the same subject. We have already Commercial Cases, Bank- 
ruptey Cases, Railway and Canal Traffic Cases, Parlia- 
mentary Cases, Local Government Cases, Tax Cases, and 
many others. We now hear that the first part has appeared 
of “The Architects Law Reports.” The object of these reports 
is said to be “to bring together from time to time the 
numerous decisions of the Supreme Courts on questions 
arising out of the construction and maintenance of buildings, 
and to give them quarterly in a concise form for the use of pro- 
fessional men.” It is the inevitable tendency of such reports to 
publish a number of cases in which no point of law arose or was 
determined, but it is insisted that these cases are profitable 
reading for professional men not being members of the legal 
profession. We do not profess to have any qualification for the 
discussion of this proposition, but we cannot but think that cases 
of this description, though they relate only to matters of fact, 
will most certainly be forced upon the attention of the judges, 
and every effort will be made to have them recognized as pre- 
cedents. Regarded from this point of view, the cases are more 
likely to perplex than to assist those who have to determine the 
controversies between the parties. 


Pretended Clergymen. 

THE conviction and sentence of a young man for fraudulently 
passing himself off as a clergyman of the Church of England 
may lead some Englishmen to ask whether there may not be 
some benefit in the usages of foreign nations by which persons 
are expected to be provided with official papers recommending 
them to credit or confidence as the members of a profession to 
which — to belong, or as the holders of offices alleged 
to be by them. the case referred to a youth of 
seventeen told the incumbent of a parish that he had been 
ordained as a curate, and was, without further proof, allowed to 
take services in the mission-room. It may be urged that a 
man capable of making a fraudulent statement would not 
shrink from forging the credentials which might be necessary 
to give effect to his fraud, but we believe that this proposition 
is not affirmed by the experience of the criminal courts. We 
cannot be surprised that, as things now stand, the uneducated 
classes of the community should accept the mere statement by a 

that he is the eldest son of a peer, an officer of high 
rank in the army, or the member of a learned profession. It is 
not always easy for the more educated classes to immediately 
disprove such a statement. Many of the formalities in vogue 
upon the continent are unsuited to the extensive and varied 
i transactions in England, but we think that there is 
great need for improvement in the preparation and maintenance 
of official registers of persons whose position is calculated to give 
them credit throughout the country. 
Legislation by Government Departments. 

Tue vivricciry of passing smaller measures, ¢.7., the Solicitors 

Bill, through Parliament is deplored by all who desire to see the 
ive machine in thorough working order. Wide agree- 
ment with Mr. Batrovx was expressed whkets hs seid in the House 








of Commons (2nd August, 1904): ‘‘ There were many defects in 
their rules, but the one which it was of most importance, from 
the point of view of public interest, to remedy was to be found 
in the machinery for dealing with these smaller measures.” But 
when they have received the Royal Assent, it not infrequently 
happens that these Acts are inoperative until certain adminis- 
trative rules and orders have been made by a Government 
department or local authority. The thirteen large volumes of 
the revised edition of the Statutory Rules and Orders, which 
have just been issued under the direction of the Statute Law 
Committee, shew the extent to which use has been made of this 
system of legislation by Government departments, but they in- 
clude, of course, nothing solely applicable to particular localities. 
While this procedure is extremely useful, it possesses serious 
disadvantages. The Employment of Children Act, 1903, was 
intended to come into operation on the Ist of January, 1904. In 
order to render it effective, the local authorities were required to 
make bye-laws. In many places these have been sanctioned 
and are now in force. But in London—where the Act is needed 
more, perhaps, than anywhere else—even the draft bye-laws have 
not yet been published, so that nearly as much time is occupied 
in applying the Act, when it is passed, as there is in gaining the 
consent of Parliament. Last session, among other Acts requiring 
to be dealt with in this way, there was the Shop Hours Act, under 
which regulations have to be made by the Home Office. Until these 
are issued the local authorities cannot put it into force The 
Home Office have issued a memorandum, but the councils are 
still awaiting the regulations, after more than four months since 
the Act received the Royal Assent. 








The New System of Preliminary 
Investigation into Novelty by the 
Patent Office on Applications for 
Patents. 


ConsIDERABLE interest is naturally felt in the new system of a 
preliminary investigation at the Patent Office, under the first sec- 
tion of the Patents Act, 1902, on an application for a patent, into 
the anticipation by prior specifications of the invention claimed, 
which is applicable to all applications for patents made after the 
ist of January, 1905. 

Before describing the new system, it should be remarked 
that by the second section of the Act it is Cane in regard to 
patents granted upon an application to which the Act applies, 
that the invention covered by the patent is not to be deemed to be 
anticipated by reason only of its publication in a specification 
fifty years old at the date of the application vr iu a provisional 
specification of any date which has not been followed by a 
complete specification. This, of course, limits the doctrine of 
anticipation by prior specification in respect to patents coming 
within the Act. 

The new system is this: On an application for a patent when 
a complete specification has been deposited by the applicant, the 
examiner, to whom the case is referred, is (in addition to other 
inquiries which he has to make) to make a further investiga- 
tion for the purpose of ascertaining whether the invention 
claimed has been wholly or in part claimed or described in any 
prior specification other than a complete specification published 
before the date of the application, and deposited pursuant to 
an application for a patent made in the United Kingdom within 
fifty years next before the date of the application. 

The result of this investigation is reported to the Comptroller. 
If the Comptroller is satisfied that no objection exists to the 
applicant’s specification on the above ground,¢hen the applica- 
tiun goes forward in the usual way; but if, from the result of 
the investigation, it appears to the Comptroller that the invention 
has been wholly or in part claimed or described in any such 
prior specification, then fe will inform the applicant thereof, and 
the applicant then has the = of amending his specifica- 
tion so as to remove the objection to the satisfaction of the 
Comptroller, and the amended specification will be subjected 
to a similar investigation. If the applicant declines to make 
any amendment, or if the amendment proposed does not 
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satisfy the Comptroller, then the Comptroller has to determine 
whether a reference to any, and, if so, what prior specifications 
ought to be made in the applicant’s specification ‘‘ by way of 
notice to the public.” Of course, the applicant will have an 
opportunity of being heard before the Comptroller comes to this 
decision, and the decision is appealable to the Law Officer. 
will be observed that the investigation is for the 
ascertaining whether the invention claimed by the ap 
been wholly or in part claimed or described in any such prior 
specification as previously mentioned. The phrase “ wholly or 
in part claimed or described” has been subjected to considerable 
criticism, and it really is susceptible of two constructions; but 
we understand that the view of the Patent Office is that the investi- 
gation is to befor the purpose of ascertaining whether the invention 
claimed has been wholly claimed (7.e., claimed as a whole) or partly 
claimed (7.e., part of it claimed) or wholly described or in any 
part described (7.¢., part of it has been described) in any such 
prior specification. This last must of course mean, not that some 
element of the invention, which is not claimed by the patentee, 
has been described, but that some subordinate part of the whole 
invention, which subordinate part is the subject of a separate 
claim by the patentee, has been described in such a prior specifi- 


cation as above mentioned. 


Here we may observe that the procedure under the new 
system is partly regulated by section. of the Act and partly by 
Rules 6 to 11 of the Patent Rules, 1905; which come into opera- 
tion from and after the 31st of December, 1904. Rule 7 provides 
that when the examiner, in prosecuting his investigation, finds 
that the invention has been ‘‘ wholly claimed or described ” in 
one or more prior specifications of the kind above mentioned, 
then, without prosecuting his investigation further, he is to make 
a provisional report to the Comptroller to that effect, and if this 
report is not reversed or altered, it is to be treated as the final 


report. 


Supposing the Comptroller determines that a reference is to 
be made to any previous specification by way of notice to the 
public, this reference is by the 10th Rule to be inserted after the 
claims ; and the Rule prescribes this form : — 

“‘ Reference has been directed in pursuance of section 1, sub- 
section 6, of the Patents Act, 1992, to the follo 


of Letters Patent, No. _, granted to 


The Rule further provides that if a reference is inserted as a 
result of a provisional report under Rule 7 a statement to that 
effect is to be added to the reference. 
Rule 10, it would seem that in every case the reference will be 
to the specification as a whole, but it seems to us that, except 
where the specification referred to anticipates as a whole the 
invention or part of the invention claimed, the public in whose 
interest the reference is inserted ought not to be left to pick out 
the parts of the specification referred to which anticipate the 
invention claimed, but that the reference should state by pages 
and lines the parts of the referred specification which have 
influenced the Comptroller in deciding to insert the reference. 


Such being the outline of the new system, it may be observed, 
in the first place, that it gives the Comptroller no 
an application for a patent. The utmost that it gives the Comp- 
troller is the right to insert at the end of the applicant’s specifi- 
cation such a reference as is above referred to, which we suppose 
in future will be known as a compulsory reference, to distinguish 
it from a reference which is voluntarily inserted by the applicant 
in his specification either before or after it has been lodged. 

In the next place it should be pointed out that the new system 
is partly in the interest of applicants for patents and partly in 

it is in the interest of applicants 
because it substitutes an official investigation into anticipation 
by prior specifications for the searches for a like purpose which 
were generally, though not invariably, made by applicants at 
their own expense, and also because in future an applicant who 
obtains a patent without any compulsory reference being inserted 
in his specification will know that his patent is, in the view of 
the Patent Office, not open to objection on the ground that the 
invention has been anticipated by any prior specification or 
specifications. It is in the interest of t 


the interest of the public. 


first place, it will deter — from 
are bogus patents, and 





wing specification 
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From the language of 


compulsory reference, that there is a great doubt as to the 
validity of the patent. 

It should be observed that the reports of the examiners made 
under the section we are considering will not be published or 
open to public inspection, and will not be liable to production or 
inspection in any proceedings in court, unless a certificate is 
obtained that the production or inspection is desirable in the 
interests of justice. Therefore, when an applicant is informed, 
as he has to be, of the result of an investigation by the examiner, 
he cannot claim to see, and, we presume, must not be shewn, 
the examiner’s report; nor can a member of the public, who 
finds on the face of a compulsory reference the mention of a 
provisional report, claim to see such report. 


The position of affairs with reference to a patent granted on 
an application made after the 1st of January, 1905, was thus 
summed up by Mr. Jonn Cuttzr, K.C., in his recent lectures on 
the subject at King’s College, London: “First of all, it will be 
valid, notwithstanding that the patented invention may have been 
fully described in a specification over fifty years old at 
its date, or in a provisional specificatioa of any date 
not followed by a complete specification. Secondly, if the 
Comptroller has accepted it without inserting any reference in 
the specification, it may be assumed that it has not been 
anticipated by any previous specifications ; but this will not be 
absolutely certain. The extent to which this assumption may be 
acted upon depends entirely upon the way in which the Patent 
Office discharges the difficult task imposed upon it. Whether 
a particular specification anticipates a subsequent patent is a 
matter which often takes a judge of the High Court many days 
to decide, and he then decides it after hearing arguments of 
counsel on both sides of the question and generally after hear- 
ing evidence. Again, it is matter upon which the Court of 
Appeal have often differed with the judge of first instance 
and upon which the House of Lords have sometimes disagreed 
with both. In deciding such a matter the Comptroller 
will have no arguments and no evidence to guide him. 
Therefore I think I am right in styling his task a 
difficult one. Thirdly, if the Comptroller has inserted in the 
specification a reference to other specifications, it may be assumed 
(but here again there is no absolute certainty) that the invention 
has not been anticipated by any specifications which are not 
mentioned in the reference, and it may also be assumed that the 
Sapna mentioned in the reference have some bearing on 

e validity or scope of the patent, but what that bearing is it 
will be for any person interested in the question to decide for 
himself. The Patent Office is not bound to, and it may be 
supposed will not, give any information on this subject to the 
applicant, and certainly will not give any information to other 
persons. Fourthly, the validity of the patent will remain liable 
to be challenged on every ground on which it could previously 
have been challenged (including, of course, anticipation by user 
and publication), except anticipation by a specification fifty years 
old at the date of the patent, or by a provisional specification of 
any date not followed by a complete specification.” 

How this system will work, and whether it will produce the 
benefits that are expected from it, time alone can shew. In our 
opinion it is likely to have a beneficial result, provided it is worked, 
as we feel sure it will be, efficiently by the Patent Offica, We 
expect that it will considerably reduce the percentage of patents 
granted upon applications ; but it probably will tend to increase 
the number of a aaa because inventors will feel that a 
patent granted under the new system is something more valuable 
than a patent granted under the old. We also anticipate that 
the number of specifications in which compulsory references are 
inserted will be found to be few in number, because when an 
applicant finds that his specification is open to —— on the 
ground of anticipation in the view of the Patent Office, he will, 
if he considers the view of the Patent Office well founded, be 
inclined either to amend his specification so as to make it un- 
objectionable, or, if he cannot do that, to abandon his applica- 
tion altogether. Of course, knowing how sweet inventors gener- 








ally are on their inventions, we may expect to find many cases in 


ublic because, in the | which an inventor will with the view of the Patent 
out what really | Office, and will persevere with his application, even though his 
so because where the public is con- | patent when granted will be handicapped by a compulsory refer- 
fronted with a patent it will know, if the specification contains a ence at the end of the specification. 
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Reviews. 


Probate Practice. 


THE PRACTITIONER’S PROBATE MANUAL. CONTAINING INSTRUC- 
TIONS AS TO PROCEDURE IN OBTAINING GRANTS OF PROBATE AND 
ADMINISTRATION, WITH THE RULES, ORDERS, AND FEES, AND 
Futt Drrecrions as TO PAYMENT OF PROBATE AND ESTATE 
Dury. By Cuartzs H. Picken. E1cuts EpItion, Waterlow & 
Sons (Limited). 

Since the previous edition of this work was published, the Land 
Transfer Act, 1897, has come into operation, and in consequence 
there have been considerable alterations in the practice in the Probate 

i The changes have been incorporated in the present 
edition, and the number of precedents has been increased. The book 
is written in a clear and practical manner, and very full instructions 
are given with respect to the practice in non-contentious matters. In 
particular, reference may be made to the explanation in chapter 3 of 
the returns which have to be prepared with a view to the payment of 
estate duty. The practitioner will find the work very useful in 
probate practice. 





Roman Law. 


Roman Law EXAMINATION GUE FOR BaR AND UNIVERSITY. 
(QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS.) By W. AppincTon WILLIs, LL.B. 
(Lond.), and Davin T. OLIveR, LL_D., Barristers-at-Law. SECOND 
AND ENLARGED EpITIon. Butterworth & Co. 

The work is divided into seven parts—(1) the history, sources, and 
divisions of the law ; (2) the law relating to persons; (3) to property ; 
(4) to obligations; (5) to wills and successions ; (6) to actions; and (7) 
miscellaneous. To each section is prefixed a list of the works to 
which reference should be made, and these include the best current 
works on Roman Law, such as Leslie’s translation of Sohm’s Institutes 
of Roman Law and Moyle’s Justinian. The successive chapters con- 
sist of a series of questions on Roman Law with detailed answers, and 
they to cover the subject fully and accurately. A student who 
uses the book carefully will find his interest in and grasp of the 
subject very much increased, and the utility of the work is enhanced 
by the clear manner in which it is arranged and printed. The sections 
dealing with the modes of acquiring property, the distinction between 
ownership and possession, and the effect of delivery are very lucidly 
compiled. 





Books Received. 


Journal of the Society of Comparative Legislation. Edited for 
i by Sir Joun Macponett, C.B,, LL.D, and Epwarp 
Manson, New Series, Vol. VI. Part I. John Murray. 








Points to be Noted. 
Company Law. 
Debentures—Charging Order.—Debentures, not being “ stock or 
shares,” cannot be made the subject of a charging order under the 


Judgments Act, 1838, s. 14, and R.S.C. ord. 46, r. 1.—SELLAR v. 
CHARLES Bricut & Co. (1904, 2 K. B. 446) (C.A., June 15). 


Debentures—Floating Charge—Payments to Sheriff.—It seems 
pretty clear that the mere fact that the sheriff has gone into 
possession of s company’s goods does not crystallize a floating 
charge (see Robson v. Smith, 1395, 2 Ch. 118, 125), although stoppage 
of its business may have that effect (ibid). Where the sheriff was in 
possession of a company’s goods under a fi. fa., and, to stop a sale, the 
company, with the assent of the execution creditor, paid the sheriff 
£3 5s. a day (including 5s. a day for possession money), and afterwards, 
before any of the money had been handed over to the execution creditor, 
a receiver was appointed in an action by debenture-holders who had a 
floating charge on the undertaking, it was held that the title of the 
execution creditor to the money paid to the sheriff prevailed over 
that of the debenture-holders. The ground for the decision was that 
the money in the hands of the sheriff was money paid by the company 
as ey payment of their debt to the plaintiff. But is that sufficient ? 
It has been held that payment by a company of its debts is a dealing 
by the with ite assets in the ordinary course of business, but 
here the dett, not been received by the execution creditor himself 
when the receiver was appointed. Moreover, the Court of Appeal 
has held (Davey v. Williams (1898, 2 Q. B. 194) that seizure under 
an execation is not « dealing by the company in the ordinary 
course of its business; and it seems difficult to see how « payment 
under pressure to the sheriff who has seized can be such a dealing. 
Ropimson vo. Buuwert’s Viexwa Bakery Co. (1904, 2 K. B, 624) 


(Chaunell, J., Feb, 25). 





Secretary's Authority—Forged Transfer.—Decisions as to the 
liability of companies for their secretaries’ acts are not very numer- 
ous. An important case has been recently decided in the Court of 
Appeal with reference to this liability. The P ascreme acting bond 
Jide, lent money to a company’s secretary on the security of a share 
certificate under the company’s seal, countersigned by the secretary, 
and purporting to be signed by two of the directors (whose signatures, 
however, as it afterwards was discovered, were forged by the secretary). 
The certificate on the face of it was quite regular.. There was no 
evidence that the secretary had any authority to do more than deliver 
out share certificates when duly made. It was held that the company 
was not estopped from disputing the validity of the certificate, and was 
not liable in damages for refusing to register the persons named in the 
certificate as shareholders.—RUBEN v, GREAT FINGALL CoNSOLIDATED 
(1904, 2 K. B. 712) (C.A., July 29). 








Cases of Last Sittings. 


Court of Appeal. 
TOWNSEND v. MOORE. No. z. 10th, 20th, and 2ist Dec. 


Witt—Copicrr—Conpiciis oF Even Date—PreEstmpTion or ADMISSIBILITY 
to Prornate—Errect or ONE oN THE OrHER—FvuncrTion or a Court o: 
Propate—Limit or Parot Evipence or InTentrion. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Gorell Barnes, J., refusing to 
admit to probate two testamentary documents purporting to have been 
executed by Mrs. Emily Donald, and to have been attested in accordance 
with the Wills Act, as codicils to her will. By the will, which was dated 
in 1863, the testatrix exercised, in favour of her husband, Captain Donald, 
@ power of appointment contained in her marriage settlement, giving 
him also her other property and appointing him sole executor. The 
codicils in question, which contained numerous erasures and interlinea- 
tions both bore date the 6th of October, 1891, and each commenc-d with 
the words, ‘‘ Whereas I, Emily Donald, have bequeathed all my property 
tomy husband, Thomas Donald, now in case I survive him I hereby appoint 
the following persons to be executors.’”’ After naming these executors 
the documents proceeded, ‘‘ At the decease of my husband and myself,” 
and thtn followed a number of legacies to relations and others, as to which, 
though agreeing in the greater number of cases, the two documents (which 
long after execution had been marked A and B) shewed some important 
discrepancies. For example, in A there was a legacy of £2,000 to a 
sister of Mrs. Donald, not appearing in B, and there was also in the 
former, but not in the latter, a provision that some of the legacies— 
it was not clear which—should be payable at the option of the husband. 
Further, whilst in both documents there was a gift of residue, in A, 
but not in B, such gift was preceded by the words ‘‘at my husband’s 
decease.’”’ The documents were entirely in the handwriting of the 
tertatrix and were prepared without legal advice, and there was no 
evidence as to which was executed before the other. Mrs. Donald died in 
1892, and her husband, after vainly endeavouring to obtain probate of the 
will and codicil A (together with a codicil of 1886, as to which there was 
now no dispute), died in 1902. After his death, codicil B, which he 
appeared to have regarded as a duplicate of A, was discovered among his 
papers, and the present friendly action was brought by persons interested 
under the two documents against Captain Donald’s executor—certain 
persons intervening as being interested in his estate. The grant of probate 
was opposed by the defendant on the sole ground that the codicils were 
only intended to take effect if Mrs. Donald survived her husband, but the 
interveners further pleaded that neither of the two documents was executed 
according to the provisions of the Wills Act, and that if they were 
so, one was a rough draft of the other, or in the alternative that 
one of them impliedly revoked the other. It was contended by the 
plaintiffs that the contingency of the testatrix surviving her husbaucl 
governed only the appointment of executors, but the learned judge 
held that it related to the whole of the dispositions, and on that ground, 
without deciding the other points, he refused probate to the two 
documents of 1891. On the plaintiffs appealing, one of the attesting 
witnesses, who at the time was butler to Captain Donaid, was called and 
examined before this court. He remembered witnessing the document now 
marked A, on the date named, but could not recollect any other being then 
produced and executed. He, however, identified his signature Ps that 
of the other attesting witness to B, and had no doubt that he witnessed 
that instrument. He was also positive that on no other occasion had he 
witnessed any execution of a testamentary paper by Mrs, Donald. 

Tue Covert (Vavonan Wri1ams, Romer, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
unanimously reversed the decision of Gorell Barnes, J., and held that the 
death of the testatrix in the lifetime of her husband had no effect on the 
codicils except in rendering nugatory the appointment.of executors in his 
place. They held also (dusitante Cozuns-Hanpy, L.J.) that the two codicils 
were executed on the same occasion and practically simultaneously, that 
when executed they were in the same condition as to erasures aud 
interlineations as they appeared in this court, that neither of them was 
intended to revoke the other, and that they must be taken together as 
containing the expression of the testatrix’s intention, Their lordships 
said that the presumption that every document executed and attested 
according to the Wills Act ought primd facie to be admitted to probate 
might rebutted, not oly where a later document was clearly 
intended revoke an earlier, but where there were two documenta 
undated or of, even date end no indication as to which was 
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executed last. Then, if they were so inconsistent as to be incapable 
of standing vogether, neither onght to Ve aiminted to probate, 
but in the case of only partial inconsistency both ought to be admitted 
and effect given to them as far as possible, any wholly irreconcilable pro- 
visions being disregarded. Their lordships read a from Williams 
on Executors (p. 162, 7th ed., p. 138, 9th ed.), beginning ‘‘ But the mere 
fact of making a subsequent testamentary paper does not work a total 
revocation,’’ and observed that the principle there laid down had been 
emphatically affirmed in Lemage v. Goodban (L. R. 1 P. & D. 57, 62), Re 
Pztchell (22 W. R. 353, L. R. 3 P. & D. 153, 156), and Jenner v. Ffinch (28 
W. R. 520, 5 Prob. D. 106). According to the last-named case what the 
Court of Probate had to do was to look at the provisions of what purported 
to be the later document, and then, acting as a court of construction, ask 
itself ‘‘whether the testator intended that the later should revoke the 
earlier, or that both should stand together”’; and though parol evidence 
might be admitted to shew what was the intention of the testator, it should 
not extend to the views of persons present at the time of execution. The 
principle clearly laid down in Lemage v. Goodban that where there is a 
question of the effect of one testamentary document upon another, the 
Court of Probate must act as a court of construction to that extent and for 
that purpose, was no doubt based on the primd facie title to probate 
belonging to a properly executed testamentary document, because that 
presumption could not be displaced unless the court did so act. This 
applied not only where the documents were in sequence of dates, but also 
where they were undated or of even date. In the present case the two 
documents were capable of standing together, and both must be admitted 
to probate.—CovnsgEL, J. Eldon Bankes, K.O,,and Barnard; Bargrave Deane, 
K.C., and Willock ; A. Beddail. Soxicrrors, Frere, Cholmeley, & Co. ; Wilde, 
Moore, & Wigston; Booth §& Smee, for FitzHugh, Woolley, Baines, § Woolley, 


Brighton. 
[Reported by R. Hrx1, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL v. PAYNE & CO. Div. Court. 20th Dec. 


Weicuts anp Measures—Fatse anp Unsust Scare—-Paper Baa Piacep 
Unper Scare or Weicurnc Macurne—Scares Usep 1x a Parricutar 
Way ar Request or CusromeER—Weicuts AnD Measures Act, 1878 (41 & 
42 Vicr. c. 49), s. 25. 

Special case stated by a metropolitan police magistrate who had 
dismissed an information preferred on behalf of the appellants by an 
inspector of weights and measures against the respondents, wholesale tea 
dealers, carrying on business in Bermondsey, charging them with having 
used for trade purposes a beam scale which was false or unjust within the 
meaning of section 25 of the Weights and Measures Act, 1878. On the 
day in question the inspector visited the premises of the respondents and 
found that tea was being weighed in a scale with a paper bag under the 
scoop, in which the tea to be weighed was placed, and in that condition 
the scale would turn with 2} drachms of tea less than the weight on the 
other side of the scales. The scales, which were just in themselves, were 
being used in that way for the express P se of satisfying a particular 
order, given by a particular customer, who had insisted on the tea being 
weighed in that manner, and who retailed it with a printed notice -that 
each packet of tea weighed a quarter of a pound including the wrapper. 
The use of the scale in this manner was therefore perfectly temporary, and 
special care was taken to prevent the scale in that position being used for 
the weighing out of the tea for any other customer. For the appellants it 
was contended that there had been an offence within the meaning of the 
Weights and Measures Act, 1878, as the scales were in fact unjust when the 
tea was weighed. For the respondents it was submitted that they were 
acting perfectly bond fide, and were covered by the decision given in London 
County Council v. Payne §& Co, (1904, 1 K.B. 194), where Lord Alverstone, 
C.J., pointed out that there was a distinction in cases where scales were 
kept or used in a state which made them per se false and unjust, and where 
honest scales were used in a particular way for the purposes of trade. 

Tae Covrt (Lord Atversrons, C.J., and Kenngepy and Rincey, JJ.) held 
that the scales were false and unjust within the meaning of section 25, and 
that the magistrate should in this case also have convicted the respondents. 
Case remitted.—Counsen, Dickens, K.C., and Daldy ; Avory, K.C.,and George 
Eliott, Souscrrors, W. A. Blaxland ; Lamb, Son, § Prance. 

[Reported by Exsxine Rein, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


THE YORKSHIRE (WOOLLEN DISTRICT) ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS 
(LIM.) v. ELLIS. Div. Court. 20th Dec. 


Lignt Rarsway—Oars Worxsp ny Execrric Enrrgy— WHetHer A 
Tramcar Requrmep ro ne Licensep as A Hackney Carrrace—-Licar 
Rattway Act, 1896—Town Ponice Oravses Act, 1847, s, 37. 


Appeal by the tramway company against a decision of the justices of 
Dewsbury, who had convicted and fined the company 2s, 6d. for permitting 
one of their tramcoars to be used as a hackney carri plying for hire 
without having first obtained a licence from the corporation as required by 
section 37 of the Town Police Clauses Act, 1847, The appellants were 
constituted a light railway company under certain provisional orders made 
in accordance with the Light Railways Act, 1898, and the summons had 
been granted at the instance of the respondent, the town clerk of Dewsbury, 
the corporation of that borough desiring the question to be decided whether 
an electric car should be regarded as a hackney carriage or omnibus, and 


authority by section 37 of the Town Police Clauses Act, 1847, in the case 
of hackney carriages, which extended not merely to the vehicles, but also 
to the drivers and the general conduct of the The Police Clauses 
Act of 1889 enabled the commissioners to make bye-laws for omnibuses, 
but by section 3 of that Act tramcars were expressly excluded from the 
definition of ‘‘omnibus.”’ The decision of the justices, which, if - 
rted, would necessitate that every carriage of a light railway must 
icensed, and the drivers and conductors, amounted to an absurdity so 
great that the court would require very strong reasons before coming to 
the conclusion that such a decision was right. Everything pointed in the 


direction that a light railway was a railway, and that its vehicles were not 
hackney i or tramcars. Appeal allowed with costs.—CovnseL, 
Danckwerts, KC. and Llewellyn Davies ; Macmorran, K.C., and Pritchard. 
Soricrtors, Sydney Morse; Sharpe, Parker, § Co., for Hiram Ellis, Town 
Clerk, Dewsbury. . 

[Reported by Exsxive Rem, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


KEMP v. COMMISSIONERS OF INLAND REVENUE. Phillimore, J. 
20th Dec. 


Revexve Law—Sramp Dvry—Devise or Freenotp Lanp—Assent IN 
Wruitrnc or Persona Representative oF Devison—Wuetxuer LiIABLE 
ro Stamp Duty—Lanp Transrsr Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vicr. c. 65), s. 3— 
Sramp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vicr. c. 39), s. 62. 

This was an appeal from the decision of the commissioners by way 
of special case as to whether an assent in writing to a devise of freehold 
property required a 10s. stamp under section 62 of the Stamp Act, 1891, as 
being an “instrument whereby property on any occasion except a sale or 
a mortgage is transferred to or vested in any person,” and as being a 
conveyance or transfer not thereinbefore described within the meaning of 
that heading in the first schedule to that Act. The instrument recited 
that the testatrix, Elizabeth Kemp, had the above freehold 
premises to Arthur Joslen, that by her will she had devised them to her 
nephew Alfred Kemp, his heirs and assigns, and had appointed William 
Henry Simmons executor of her will, and that the testatrix died on the 13th 
of November, 1903, and her will was duly ao The instrument further 
set forth that the executor had duly ae) all testamen: and funeral 
expenses and all debts of which he had had notice, and he as personal 
representative of the deceased signified his assent to the devise by the testatrix 
of the messuage subject to the said indenture of mortgage and also subject 
to a charge for any moneys he, the sonal representative of Elizabeth 
Kemp, might be called upon to pay. The instrument was signed by William 
Henry Simmons, and duly witnessed. The case set out that the object 
of the assent was to give a good title to the devisee, Alfred Kemp, 
subject to the mortgage, and that the instrument was for that purpose 
handed to the mortgagee, in whose custody the deeds were, and that in so 
assenting, the executor purported to be acting under the provisions of 
section 3 of the Land Transfer Act, 1897. The question for the opinion of 
the court was whether the instrument was liable to the duty assessed, and 
if not, to what duty, if any, it was liable. For the appellant it was con- 
tended that, the executor having assented, the legatee took by virtue of 
the will, and not by virtue of the assent. To make the instrument liable 
to duty it must be one by which property was transferred. For the com- 
missioners it was contended that the: property vested in the executors. 
It was impossible to say that the assent of the executor did not vest the 
property in someone else. If the executor chose to put that assent in 
writing it was liable to duty. 

Pxrtumore, J.—I am of opinion that this appeal must be allowed. 
The cases and authorities shew that an assent by the executor was 
sufficient to pass the legal estate. The practice of conveyancers has 
been sometimes to take an assent, sometimes a document in writing 
called an assent, and sometimes allowing the legatee to do something 
which shews the executor’s assent. I understand that no stamp has ever 
been required by the Crown on assents when they were put in writing. 
Then the Land Transfer Act was passed, and the question is whether the 
assent given by an executor purporting to act under section 3 of that 
Act is liable to duty under section 62 of the Stamp Act, 1891. I think 
that it is not, and that the section does not bear the construction sought 
to be put on it by the Attorney-General.—CovnssL, Cozens-Herdy ; Finlay, 
A.G., and Rowlatt, Soricrrors, B, W. Williamson ; Solicitor to Inland Revenue, 
{Reported by Aran Hoce, Bsq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


Re COHEN & COHEN (SOLICITORS). 
18th and l4th Deo. 


Sonrcrror—Curent—Brit or Costs—Taxatron—Turmp Parry—Master’s 
Cerrirrcate—Onsectrons—SuuMons to Vary—Prixcrete Fottowzp— 
Practice—Sourerrors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vier. c. 73), s. 38. 

Adjourned summons. This was a summons to discharge or vary a 
certificate of taxation of the master, filed on the 13th of July, 1904, on the 
ground that the taxation had ed on a wrong principle, and that the 
taxation might be reviewed in respect of the items mentioned in the 
objections, The facts of the case are as follows: From 1802 to 1904 
certain litigation was pending between a lady well known in the theatrical 
fession and a theatrical manager. Under agreement dated the 12th of 
January, 1904, two actions —one in the King’s Bench Division and the other 


Swinfen Eady, J. 





therefore ought to be licensed under the Town Police Clauses Act, 1847, 
Tue Covrr (Lord Atvarstonn, O.J., and Kennepy and Rrouey, JJ.) 

declined to come to the conclusion that that which was iu substance a 

carriage of a light railway was to be subject to the control given to a local 


in the Chancery Division, both of which had up to the verge of 
trial—were stayed, and by this agreement the to abandon her 
i breach of con- 


claim for damages in the common law action for 


tract ; and it was also that she should be paid her costs as between 


solicitor and client relating to the matters in dispute in the two actions, 
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such costs to be 
for the taxation of the costs of the above-named solicitors, who had acted 
for the lady in the matters, and an order for taxation dated the 2nd of 
March, 1904, was duly made thereon. The master taxed the bill as between 
solicitor and client in the presence of the opposing solicitors. Subsequently 
the solicitors liable to pay after taxation carried in objections to the taxation. 
Upon the suggestion of the master that they should apply for an order to tax 
under section 38 of the Solicitors Act, 1843, and that the bill should again be 
taxed under such new order, a new order was made dated the 2nd of May, 
1904, when he disallowed many items which he had previously allowed. 
Messrs. Cohen & Cohen then carried in objections, which the master 
answered on the 13th of July, 1904. After referring to several cases, he 
said: ‘‘I have followed the practice in the taxing office in taxations under 
this section, and I have taxed apart from the order as between the 
solicitor and the party liable to pay, and I have disallowed several items 
which did not come, in my opinion, within the scope of the said agreement, 
and the third party did not contract to pay all these costs, only 
specified charges which I have carefully allowed item by item.’’ After the 
master had signed his certificate as taxed, Messrs. Cohen & Cohen immedi- 
ately took out the summons to vary and discharge it, also for review of 
taxation. 


. Swivren Eapy, J.—In this case I have communicated with the taxing- 
master, and I am not satisfied that he has proceeded upon a wrong prin- 
ciple, but his certificate is, I think, open to the criticism that has been 
dressed to it. There is no difficulty in regard to the practice in ascer- 
taining exactly what should have been. done. The difficulty I had was in 
appreciating exactly what had been done, having regard to the language 
of the certificate and to the note to.the objections and the answers carried 
in. Inthe answer to the first objection there is a note of the master, 
dated the 6th day of July: ‘‘ By consent these objections are disallowed 
en bloc, and need not be answered by me in detail, the question for the 
court being on what principle these costs are to be taxed on an indemnity 
as between the solicitor and his own client, or what is fair and proper for 
a third party to pay.’ That note was dated the 6th of July, and I think 
that is in effect superseded by the answers which were ultimately signed 
on the 13th of July. That was a note made while the matter was still 
before the master. Now, in the master’s answers to objections, he says: 
**T have followed the practice in the taxing office in taxation under this 
section, and I have taxed apart from the order as between the solicitor and 
the party liable to pay ’ : and it is upon the language of this part of the 
certificate that the difficulty has arisen. It is quite clear from the decision 
in Re Gray (45 Soticrrors’ Jovrnat 139, 355, 49 W. R. 298; 1901, 1 Ch. 
239), the principle of which was affirmed by the Court of Appeal in Re 
Longbotham (48 Soxictrors’ Jovrnau 546, 52 W. R. 660; 1904, 2 Ch. 152), 
that where a third party obtains an order to tax that does not alter the 
nature or enlarge the scope of his liability. Cozens-Hardy, L.J. (then 
Cozens-Hardy, J., as he was) stated that in terms, and all the Lords 
Justices in Re Longbotham affirmed that decision, and Vaughan Williams, 
L.J., says: *‘I think all that it is necessary for the court to do in its 
present judgment is to affirm the principle of those two decisions ’’— 
that is, Re Negus (1895, 1 Ch. 73), before Chitty, L.J., and Re Gray 
At the same time it is equally clear in Re Gray that a taxation on the 
application of a third party is a taxation that must proceed on the con- 
dition of the third party paying what is due to the solicitor from his own 
client, which may be more than the client, if he had paid it, could have 
recovered over from the third party. Romer, L.J., in Re Longbotham 
fat p. 156) says the same: “It is clear, both from the wording of 
the section itself and the authorities, that the taxation must be on the 
footing of a taxation between the solicitor and the client ’’ ; that is to say, 
that the bill must be taxed between the solicitor and the client, and not as 
between the solicitor and the third party. Now, I think it is quite clear 
that this is not an indemnity taxation. The cases of Re Gray and Re Long- 
botham followed older authorities, as was pointed out both by Romer and 
Vaughan Williams, L.JJ., in the Court of Appeal. In the case of 
Re Brown (L. R. 4 Eq. 464) Lord Romilly was dealing with a taxation on 
the application of a third party, a cestui que trust, taxing a solicitor’s bill 
which had been paid. The solicitor had charged and the trustee had paid 
the bill, but on the application of the cestui que trust to tax, the taxing- 
master disallowed 2 considerable number of items, ‘‘in particular charges 
for certain attendances upon the trustee and for letters written to him or to 
third ies by his direction.’ That affords a very good illustration of 
the that there may be a considerable number of items for which the 
client may be liable to the solicitor as having been items incurred on 
express instructions of the client for instance, but yet that the third party 
may not be liable to pay. That is quite consistent with the rule that when 
once the items, for which the third party is liable, are ascertained the 
taxation of those items for which he is liable must proceed upon the footing 
of a taxation as between the solicitor and the party chargeable, and not as 
between the solicitor and the third party. The case of Re Negus before 
Chitty, LJ., is another illustration of the same thing. There it was held 
that the lessee was not liable to pay for the costs of the counterpart lease 
but it did not at all follow that the solicitor was not entitled to recover 
them from his client, the lessor, for whom he had acted. It was 
an item for which the third party, the lessee, was not liable to pay, 
but which, nevertheless, the party chargeable was liable to pay to his 
; and Chitty, L.J., dealing with the point, says: ‘ This is a third 
taxation, and the general rule is that a third party stands, as 
een himself and the solicitor whowe bill he is taxing, in the position of 
the party chargeable,” that ix to say, as regards the taxation. Then he 
on: “‘ But that rule does not prevent the taxing-master from consider- 
ing the question of the liability of the third party,” that is to say, from 
contidering for what items the third party is properly liable. Under these 


or taxed. A petition was subsequently presented 


four casss to which I have referred is clear, but I am not satisfied with the 
language of the master’s certificate, and if he has followed that practice, 
in my opinion he has not stated that he did so, and his certificate is open, 
certainly as a matter of language, to the criticism which counsel for the 
applicants addressed toit. He does not say that he has taxed as between 
| the solicitor and the party chargeable, but as between the solicitor 
| and the party liable. Under these circumstances I do not think 
it would be satisfactory to allow the matter to stand in its present 
position, and the matter should be sent back to the master. It will be for 
the master to consider whether the slip made has been in the language of 
his certificate, or in the principles upon which he has in fact taxed the bill, 
Under the agreement, the third party is liable to pay the costs of the lady 
as between solicitor and client ‘‘ with relation to the matter in dispute in 
the said two actions,’’ and it is those costs that have to be taxed; but in 
my opinion this is not an indemnity taxation, and it does not follow that 
because on this taxation there are disallowed items for which the third 
party is not liable, those items have not been authorized by the client. It 
may well be that the solicitor will be entitled to recover them over 
against his client, but the liability of the third party is not enlarged or 
increased by reason of his having obtained the third party order. Under 
these circumstances I think the proper order will be to send the matter 
back to the master to review, ont he will amend the certificate. Whether 
the ultimate result of the taxation will be altered will depend upon whether 
he has in fact proceeded upon the principles I have indicated. If he has, 
it may be that the result will be the same, but the language of the certifi- 
cate must be altered. In conclusion I think I should say that the master 
appears to have followed the language of the certificate given by the taxing- 
masters to Kekewich, J., as set out in the report in 48 Soxicrrors’ JourNAL 
546, on p. 547; 1904, 2 Ch. 152. The taxing-masters appear to have been 
of opinion that Re Gray had altered the practice, and they stated that 
‘since that case the practice in the taxing office in taxations under this 
section has been to tax apart from the order as between the solicitor and 
the party or estate liable to pay.’”” The matter was put as clearly as 
possible by Romer, L.J., when he said ‘that the taxation must be on the 
footing of a taxation between the solicitor and the client.—CounsrL, Hon. 
E. C. Maenaghten, K.C., and H. Greenwood; Peterson. Soxicrrors, Cohen 
§ Cohen ; Slark, Edwards, & Co. 


[Reported by A. R. TayrLour, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. |] 





*,* In the case of Re Law, Law v. Law (ante, p. 118), it is stated that 
William Law’s view of the transaction was that it was ‘‘ concluded by 
Lacy on Garsed’s assurance that the partnership account above referred 
to was correct.’’ This should have read ‘concluded by Lacy on James 
Law’s assurance,’ &c. We are informed that this was stated by Mr. Lacy 
in his evidence, and that Mr. Garsed made no assurance. 








New Orders, &c. 


The County Court Rules, 1904. 


These Rules may be cited as the County Court Rules, 1904, or each 
tule may be cited as if it had been one of the County Court Rules, 
1903, and had been numbered therein by the number of the Order and 
tule placed in the margin opposite such rule. 

An Order and Rule referred to by number in these Rules means the 
Order and Rule so numbered in the County Court Rules, 1903. 

These Rules shall be read and construed as if they were contained 
in the County Court Rules, 1903. The forms in the Appendix shall 
be used as if they were contained in the Appendix to the Counter Court 
Rules, 1903, and when it is so expressed shall be used instead of the 
corresponding forms contained in such last-mentioned Appendix. 





Where any Rule or form hereby annulled is referred to in any of the 
County Court Rules, 1903, or the Appendix thereto, the reference to 
such Rule or form shall be construed as referring to the Rule or form 
hereby prescribed to be used in lieu thereof. 


ORDER V. 
COMMENCEMENT OF ACTION. 


The following paragraph shal] be added to Order V., Rule 13, viz. :— 
1. Where the proposed defendant is a domestic or menial servant, a 
labourer, a servant in husbandry, a journeyman, an artificer, a handi 
craftsman, a miner, or any person engaged in manual labour, leave shall 

not be granted unless-— 
(a) it appears by the affidavit that the proposed defendant was 


residing in the district when the debt or part thereof was 
contracted, or the cause of action wholly or in part arose; or 
b) it appears by the affidavit that the proposed Mefendant or some 
person on his behalf was personally present in the district 
when the debt or part thereof was contracted, or that the 
proposed defendant or some person for whose acts or defaults 


he is alleged to be responsible was personally present in the 
listrict when the cause of action wholly or in part arose ; or 
(c) the judge or registrar is satisfied that the proposed place of 
tria! will not be less convenient to the proposed defendant 
than the court in which he could be sued without leave ; 
and the forms of affidavit numbered 84 and 10a in the Appendix shall 





cirenmetances 1 am of opinion that the practice as laid down by all the 





be used in lieu of the forms numbered 8 (1), 9, and 10, 
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ORDER VI. 
PARTICULARS AND STATEMENT oF CLAIM. 


Order VI., Rules 1 and 2, are hereby annulled, and the following rules 
shall stand in lieu thereof : 

2. Subject to the provisions of these rules, the plaintiff shall at the 
time of the entry of the plaint in every action file particulars of his 
claim or demand, in which he shall specify the cause of action in 
respect of which the action is brought, as well as the pecuniary or other 
claim which he seeks to establish; but this rule shall not apply where 
the action is brought by ordinary summons for debt or damage only, 
and the amount claimed does not exceed forty shillings. Where the 
claim or demand exceeds one hundred pounds, and the plaintiff desires 
to abandon the excess, the abandonment of the excess shall be entered 
at the end of the particulars. 

3. Where the plaintiff in the first instance desires to have an account 
taken, the particulars shall contain a claim that such account. be taken, 
and shall state the amount which the plaintiff claims subject to such 
account; and if such amount exceeds one hundred pounds, and the 
plaintiff desires to abandon the excess, the abandonment of the excess 
shall be entered at the end of the particulars. If no amount is stated 
in the particulars, the plaintiff shall be deemed to claim one hundred 


pounds. 
ORDER VII. 
Praint Note anp Summons. Service. GUARDIANS AD LITEM. 


4. The words “‘eight shillings’’ shall be substituted for the. words 
“five shillings’’ in Form 18 in the Appendix. 

5. The words ‘‘eight shillings’’ shal] be substituted for the words 
“five shillings’’ in the indorsements on the back of Forms 22 and 23 
in the Appendix. 

Order VII., Rules 15.and 16, are hereby annulled, and the following 
rules shal] stand in lieu thereof: 

6. Where persons are sued as partners in the name of their firm, 
the summons shall be served either upon any one or more of the partners, 
or at the principal place of the partnership business within the district 
of the court upon any person having or appearing to have at the time 
of service the control or management of the business there, and, 
subject to these rules, such service shall be deemed good service on the 
firm so sued, whether any of the members thereof are out of England 
and Wales or not, and no leave to issue a summons against the members 
of the firm out of England and Wales shall be necessary; provided 
that in the case of a co-partnership which has been dissolved to the 
knowledge of the plaintiff before the commencement of the action, 
the summons shall be. served upon every person within England and 
Wales sought to be made liable. 

7. Where one person carrying on business in a name or style other 
than his own name is sued in such name or style as if it were a firm 
name, the summons may be served either upon such person, or at the 
principal place of business of such person within the district of the 
court upon any person having or appearing to have at the time of service 
the control or management of the business there; and, subject to 
these rules, such service shall be deemed good service on the person so 
sued. 

8.—(1.) A successive summons may, by leave of the court, and sub- 
ject to the provisions of this rule, be served— 
(a) by the plaintiff, or some clerk or servant in his personal employ ; 


or 

(6) by the plaintiff's solicitor, or a solicitor acting as agent 
~ for such solicitor, or some person in the employ of either 
of them. 

2.) Where service of a successive summons is effected otherwise than 
by a bailiff, it shall be effected either— 

* (a) by delivering the summons to the defendant personally ; or 

(b) in the cases mentioned in Rules 12 to 22, 24. 26 and 27 of this 
Order, in the manner prescribed by those rules; or 

(c) under an order for substituted service as prescribed by Rule 40 
of this Order. 

(3.) Where service of a successive summons is effected otherwise than 
by a bailiff, a copy of the summons, with the date and place and mode 
of service indorsed thereon, and an affidavit of service according to the 
form in the Appendix, with such modifications as circumstances may 
require, shall within three clear days after the day of service. or such 
further time as may be allowed by the registrar of the court issuing 
the summons, be delivered or transmitted to such registrar by the 
plaintiff. 

(4.) Where service of a successive summons is to be effected by a 
solicitor, item 14 may be entered on the summons in addition to the 


items mentioned in Part (4) of the scales; and items 15 and 17 may be. 


allowed when the services for which those items are given are performed. 
Order VII., Rule 34, is hereby annulled, and the following rule shall 


stand in lieu thereof : : Me 
9. Where a A: fan]* summons has been served otherwice than by a hailiff 


a copy of the summons, with the date and place of service indorsed 
thereon, and an affidavit of service according to the form in the Appen- 
dix, shall within three clear days after the day of service, or such 


further time as may be allowed by the registrar of the court issuing the 
summons, be delivered or transmitted to such registrar by the plaintiff. 

And where an order is made giving liberty to proceed as if personal 
service had been effected, the plaintiff shall (unless the defendant gives 
notice of defence or files an admission of the debt), after the expiration 
of the time limited for giving notice of defence, but before or at the 
time of entering up judgment, deliver or transmit to the registrar the 
onler giving liberty to proceed, and, where conditions are imposed by 





Ce andes, an affidavit showing that such conditions have been complied 
10. The powers of the court under Rules 41 to 48 of this Order shall 
be sonia only by the judge, j i 
co ae Andee or by one judge acting for another under 
ORDER IX. 


DISCONTINUANCE, CONFESSION, ADMISSION, AND PAYMENT INTO OR OUT 
_ or Court. 
rder IX., Rule 18, is here i 
tar en te by annulled, and the following rule shall 
11. Where a defendant pays money into court under a defence of 
tender,, the plaintiff may a? the same in satisfaction of his claim 
in accordance with Rule 13; but he shall not be entitled to take out 
of court the amount so accepted, nor to any costs, without the order 
of the court; and the court may make such order as may be just as to 
the costs of either party, and may order any costs awarded to the 
defendant to be deducted from such amount and paid to the defendant. 


ORDER XIV, 
AMENDMENT. 

Order XTV., Rule 11, is hereby annulled, and the following rule shall 
stand in lieu thereof : 

12. Where a defendant is added or substituted, except where a 
defendant is substituted under Rule 4 of this Order, an order shai be 
drawn up; and such order shall be served on the defendant, together 
with a copy of the summons, and a notice according to the form in the 
Appendix as to the day upon which he is to attend at the court, accord- 
ing to the rules applicable to the service of the original summons in 
the action. 

13. Where upon taking an account. or by the verdict of a jury, or 
otherwise, it appears that the plaintiff is entitled to recover an amount 
larger than that mentioned in the particulars, but not exceeding one 
hundred pounds, he may, by leave of the court, and on payment of the 
difference (if any) between the fees payable on the amount so mentioned 
and those payable on the larger amount, amend his particulars so as to 
claim such larger amount, and thereupon judgment may be entered 
for the same. é 

14. Where upon taking an account it appears that the plaintiff is 
entitled to a larger amount than one hundred pounds, and he has not 
by his particulars abandoned the excess over one hundred pounds, he 
may, by leave of the court, abandon such excess, and thereupon judg- 
ment may be entered for one hundred pounds: and if the plaintiff does 
not abandon such excess, the action shall be struck out. 


ORDER XVTI. 
CHANGE oF PARTIEs. 


Order XVII., Rule 3, paragraph 2, is hereby annulled, and the follow- 
ing paragraph shall stand in lieu thereof: 

15. Where the notice mentioned in the last preceding paragraph is 
given by any person other than the person proposed to be substituted 
or added as a defendant, a copy of the summons in the action shall be 
annexed to the notice to be served on the person proposed to be sub- 
stituted or added as a defendant, and such notice and summons shall 
be served on such person, according to the rules applicable to the 
service of the original summons in the action, ten clear days at 
before the day fixed for the hearing, and the hearing shall be adjourned 
for such time as may be necessary to enable such notice and summons 


to be so served. 
ORDER XVIII. 
EvIDENcE. 
Order XVIII., Rule 12, is hereby annulled, and the following rule 


shal] stand in lieu thereof : . 
16. All evidence taken at the trial of any action or matter may be 
used in any subsequent proceedings in the same action or matter. 


ORDER XXII. 
TRIAL. 
17. The deposit to be paid on a demand for a jury shall be eight 


shillings. 

Order XXII., Rule 4, is hereby annulled, and the following rule shall 
stand in lieu thereof : 

18. The number of jurymen summoned to attend at a court for the 
trial of actions shall be sixteen, unless the judge otherwise orders, 


ORDER XXTia. 
Tae Covnry Courts Act, 1905. 
{3 Edw. 7. c. 42.} 
General Provisions as to Procedure. 
19. Subject to the following rules of this Order, the procedure in 
actions brought under the extended jurisdiction conferred by the County 
Courts Act, 1903, shall be the same as in other actions, ; 
Provided, that where an ordinary summons js issued in any action 
brought under such extended jurisdiction, Rules 2 to 20 of this Order 
shall have effect. 
Special Provisions as to Procedure. 
20. An ordinary summons ape in an action of ejectment) shall 
{subject to the proviso of Rule 9 of Order VII.) be issued, where it is 


to be served in the home district twenty-five clear days at least, and where 
it is to be served in a foreign district twenty-eight cle> doys at least 
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before the return. day; and shall in either case be served twenty clear 
days at least before the return day thereof. 
1.—{1.) Service of an ordinary summons may be effected— 
(a) by delivering the same to the defendant personally ; or 
(b) in the cases mentioned in Rules 12 to 22, 24, 26, and 27 of Order 
VII., in the manner prescribed by those rules; or 
(c) under an order for substituted service as prescribed by Order 
VII., Riile 40. 

(2.) Service may be effected in accordance with Order VII., Rule 33. 

(5.) Where the plaintiff wishes the summons to be served otherwise 
than by a bailiff, he shall so request in the precipe; and the proviso to 
Order VII., Rule 33, shall apply. 

22. Where service is effected otherwise than by a bailiff, a copy of 
the summons, with the date and place and mode of service indorsed 
thereon, and an affidavit of service according to the form in the Ap- 
pendix, with such modifications as the circumstances may require, shall 
within three clear days after the day of service, or such further time 
as may be allowed by the registrar, be delivered ortransmitted to the 
registrar by the plaintiff. 

.—{1.) Order II., Rule 27, shall be read as if the words ‘‘eighteen 
clear days ’’ were substituted therein for the words ‘‘eight clear days.”’ 

(2.) Order II., Rule 30, shall read as if the words ‘“‘seventeen clear 
es were substituted therein*for the words ‘‘seven clear days.”’ 

. A notice requiring further particulars under Order VI., Rule 7, 
shall be given not later than fifteen clear days before the return day. 

25. Onder VIl., Rule 50, paragraph (1), as to appointment of guardians 
ad litem, shall be read as if the words ‘‘twelve clear days’’ were sub- 
stituted therein for the words “six clear days’’; and paragraph (3) of 
the same rule shall be read as # the words ‘‘twelfth day before the return 
day ”’ were substituted therein for the words ‘‘sixth day before the return 


da She 

06. Order IX., Rule 2 and 5. as to confessions and admissions, shall 
be read as if the words ‘‘ten clear days’’ were substituted therein for the 
words “‘five clear days.” 

27. Order IX., Rule 8, as to notices to admit, shall be read as if the 
words ‘‘twelve clear days’’ and “‘six clear days’’ respectively were sub- 
stituted therein for the words “‘six clear days’’ and ‘‘three clear days”’ 


ee ee 
. Order IX., Rule 12, paragraphs (1), (3), and (4), as to payment 
into court, shall be read as if the words 
stitated for the words ‘‘five clear days.”’ 
29. Order X., Rules 4 and 5, as to actions of ejectment or for recovery 
of possession of tenements, shall be read as if the words ‘‘twenty clear 
days,”’ ‘“‘ten clear days,’’ “‘ eighteen clear days,’’ and ‘eight clear days”’ 
the same rule shall be read as if the words “twelfth day before the return 


“‘five clear days,’’ ‘‘ten clear days,’’ and ‘‘three clear days’’ respec- 
ti 


‘“‘ten clear days’’ were sub- 


ively. 
30, Onder X., Rule 6, shall be read as if the words ‘‘ten clear days” 
were substituted therein for the words ‘‘five clear days.” 

31.—({1.) A defendant intending to rely on any ground of defence, set- 
off, or counterclaim, as mentioned in Order X., Rule 10, shall file the 
notice required by that rule ten clear days at least. before the return day. 

(2.) Order X., Rule 21, as to notice of defence to a counterclaim, shall 
be read as if the words ‘‘ten clear days’’ were substituted therein 
for the words ‘“‘five clear days.” 

32. Where a defendant claims to be entitled to contribution or in- 
demnity against any person not a party to the action, he shall file 
the notice required by Order XI., Rule 1, ten clear days at least be- 
fore the return day. 

33. Order XII., Rule 9, shall be read as if the words ‘“‘ten clear 
days ’’ were substituted therein for the words “‘five clear days.”’ 

SA. Notice of trial under Order XV., Rule 6, shall be served ten 
clear days at least before the day fixed for the trial, unless otherwise 
ordered. 

35. Order XVIII., Rule 6, as to notice. to inspect and admit, shall 
be read as if the words “‘ten clear days’’ and ‘‘five days’’ respec- 
tively were substituted therein for the words ‘“‘five clear days’’ and 
“three days’’ respectively. 

36. Order XVIII., Rule 11, as to use of affidavits. shall be read as 
if the words “‘eight clear days’’ and “‘four clear days’’ respectively 
were substituted therein for the words “four clear days’’ and “two 
clear days’’ respectively. 

37. Order XXI., Rule 7, as to assessors, shall be read as if the 
words ‘‘twelve clear days’’ were substituted therein for the words 
“‘six clear days.”’ 

38. The notice of demand for a jury required by Order XXIT., Rule 
6, shal] be given ten clear days at least before the return day. 


Where Action commenced in one Court is to be tried in another Court. 


39. Where under any Order of Council made under section 5 of the 
County Courts Act, 1903, an action commenced in one court is to be 
tried m any other court, the following provisions shall have effect. 

40. e an ordinary summons is to be issued, the registrar of 
the court in which the action is commenced (in these rules referred 
to as “‘the home court”) shall on the filing of the precipe send to 
the. registrar of the court in which it is to be tried (in these rules 
referred to as ‘‘the foreign court’’) a letter according to the form in 
the Appendix, requesting him to fix a day for the trial; and immedi- 
ren | on the receipt of such letter the registrar of the foreign court 

fix a day accordingly, such day to be so fixed as to allow the 
summons to be served in accordance with these rules, and shall send 
to the registrar of the home court a letter according to the form in 
the Appendix, informing him of the day on which he has fixed that 





the trial shall take place; and on the receipt of such letter the regis. 
trar of the home court shall enter the plaint and issue the summons 
and shall insert in the plaint note and in the summons the date and 
place of trial, and shall annex to the plaint note and summons a notice 
according to the form in the Appendix. 

When the summons has not been served, and a successive summons 
may be issued, the registrar of the foreign court shall on request fix 
another day for the trial, and the procedure prescribed by this rule 
shall be followed. . 

41. Where a default summons is issued and the defendant gives 
notice of his intention to defend, or is let in to defend, the registrar 
of the home court shall on the filing of the notice, or on the making 
of the order letting the defendant in to defend, send to the registrar 
of the foreign court a letter according to the form in the Appendir, 
requesting him to fix a day for the trial; and immediately on the 
receipt of such letter the registrar of the foreign court shall fix a day 
accordingly, such day to be so fixed as to allow at least six clear days 
notice to be given of the day so fixed, and shall send to the registrar 
of the home court a letter according to the form in the Appendix, in- 
forming him of the day on which he has fixed that the trial shall take 
place; and on the receipt of such letter the registrar of the home court 
shall send to the plaintiff and defendant notice of trial according to 
the forms in the Appendix, and shall annex to such notice a notice 
according to the form in the Appendix. 

42. When an ordinary summons has been served, and the copy returned 
to the registrar of the home court, or when notice of trial of a default 
summons has been sent, the registrar of the home court shall transmit 
all documents filed in the action to the registrar of the foreign court, 
who shall enter the action for trial in his court. 

On the action being sent to the foreign court, the registrar of the 
home court shall make, in red ink, against the entry of the action in 
the plaint book, an entry of its having been so sent, with the name of 
the foreign court, and the date when the action is sent there for trial; 
and shall send a copy of the entriés’in the plaint book, under the seal 
of the court, to the registrar of the foreign court; and the registrar 
of the foreign court shall enter the particulars and proceedings in the 
action in a book to be kept for that purpose in accordance with the 
form in Part Il. of the Appendix. 

43. All proceedings in the action subsequent to the service of an 
ordinary summons, or the sending of notice of trial in the case of a 
default summons, and previous to the trial, shall be taken in, and pay- 
ment into court before trial shall be made into, the foreign court. 

44. When the action has been tried or otherwise disposed of, the 
registrar of the foreign court shall tax any costs directed to be taxed, 
and shall settle the judgment or order (if any) of the court, and shall 
transmit all documents in the action, with the judgment or order and 
the certificate of taxation (if any), and a copy of the entries made in 
the book kept by the registrar of the foreign court, under the seal of 
the court, to the registrar of the home court, who shall fill up the 
entry of the action in his plaint book in accordance with the copy of 
the entries made in the book kept by the registrar of the foreign court; 
and the judgment or order shall be entered, filed, and served, and sub- 
sequent proceedings in the action shall be taken, in the home court, as 
if the action had been tried or otherwise disposed of in that court; 
and where any money paid into the foreign court has not been paid out, 
the registrar of that court shall certify to the registrar of the home 
court the amount remaining in court and how the same is to be ap- 
plied, and shall account for and pay over such amount as the treasurer 
shall require; and the registrar of the home court shall pay such 
amount out of any moneys in his hands to the parties entitled thereto, 
and shall be allowed by the treasurer of his court, at his audit, the 
amount so paid. 

Coats. 


45. The costs of actions brought under the extended jurisdiction con- 
ferred by the County Courts Act, 1903, shall be allowed and taxed 
according to the rules and scales of costs for the time being in force 
in the county courts, and applicable to the subject-matter of such 
actions. 

Provided as follows :— 

(1.) Such actions shall be within Order LIII., Rule 8. 

(2.) Where costs are taxed under Column C, the fees allowable 
under items 70 to 73 may, in cases in which there is a real 
contest, be increased, at the discretion of the registrar, sub- 
ject to review by the judge, or by special order of the judge 
under Order LIII., Rule 8, to any sums not exceeding the 
following; that is to say, 


£ 5S. d. 
Item 70 may be increased to ... hes <2 
Items 71 to 73 may be increased to 3.3 0 


(3.) Where costs are taxed under Column C, reasonable fees may, 
in cases in which there is a real contest, be allowed to coun- 
sel in excess of those mentioned in items 85 to 94, in respect 
of the matters referred to in such items, at the discretion 
of the registrar, subject to review by the judge, or by special 
order of the judge under Order LIIL, Rule 8. 

(4.) Where proceedings are taken for which no provision is made 
bv the rules or scales of costs, reasonable costs may be 
allowed in respect of such proceedings by the registrar, sub- 
ject to review by the judge, or by special order of the judge. 
not exceeding those which may under the scales or these 
rules be allowed in respect of proceedings of a like nature. 

(5.) Where an ordinary summons is issued, and service is to be 


effected by a solicitor, item 14 may be entered on the sum- 
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mons in addition to the items mentioned in Part (4) of the 
scales; and items 15 and 17 may be allowed where the ser- 
vices for which those items are given are performed. 

(6.) The total amount to be entered on a default summons shall be 
the following and no more, viz. :— 

Totals. 

£s. d. 


bo 
oO 
bo 


Where service is to be made by a bailiff 


bn 
or 
bo 


Where service is to be made by a solicitor 


PODROS PHDOROM 
Wecwepeysemet! Crcmmypteend 


L 
And items 15 and 17 may be allowed where the services for which those 
items are given are performed. 

Upon judgment being entered without trial upon a default summons 
for a sum exceeding £10, only items 39 and 62 are to be allowed in 
addition to the above; and where judgment is so entered for a sum 
exceeding £50, item 62 may be increased to 6s. 8d 


ORDER XXV. 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS AND ORDERS. 


46.—(1.) Where after the issue of a warrant of execution, but before 
sale, money is paid into the court out of which the warrant is issued, 
or into any foreign court to which the warrant has been’ sent for 
re-issue under section one hundred and fifty-eight of the Act, or to 
the bailiff holding the warrant, the following provisions shall apply. 

(2.) Where payment is made into the court in the district which the 
warrant is to be executed, the fact and amount of such payment shall 
forthwith be notified by the registrar to the bailiff holding the warrant. 

(3.) Where payment is made into the court out of which the warrant 
issued (in this rule referred to as ‘‘the home court’’) after the warrant 
has been sent for re-issue to any foreign court, the fact and amount 
of such payment shall forthwith be notified by post by the registrar 
of the home court to the high bailiff of the foreign court, who shall 
forthwith notify the same to the bailiff holding the warrant. 

(4.) The bailiff holding the warrant, on receiving any payment or 
notice of any payment, shall forthwith indorse on the warrant the 
amount of such payment, and shall sign the indorsement; and if the 
amount paid is not sufficient to satisfy the amount to be levied and the 
costs of execution incurred before payment or notice of payment is 
received, the execution, unless withdrawn by the plaintiff, shall proceed 
only for the balance of the original amount to be levied and the costs 
of execution calculated on that amount, less the amount so paid. 

(5.) Money paid into court under paragraph 2 of this rule shall be 
deemed to have been received by the high bailiff at the time when such 
money is received by the registrar; and money paid into the home court 
under paragraph 3 shall be deemed to have A received by the high 
bailiff of the foreign court at the time when he receives notice of such 
money having been received; and such money shall be applied as if it 
had been received by the high bailiff; and where, if the money paid into 
court had been received by the high bailiff, it would be his duty, under 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1890, to pay over the same to the official receiver 
or trustee in bankruptcy, the high bailiff shall pay over the amount paid 
into court, whether under paragraph 2 or under paragraph 3 of this 
rule; and the registrar of the court of which the high bailiff is high 
bailiff shall pay such amount to the high bailiff, and shall be allowed GS 
the treasurer of his court, at his audit, the amount so paid; and if an 
part of such amount was paid into the home court suite paragraph 3, 
the registrar of the home court shall account for and pay over such 
amount to the treasurer of his court at such time as the treasurer shall 
require, 

Judgment Summons. 


47. Form 176 is hereby annulled, and a precipe for a judgment sum- 
mons shall be according to the form in the Appendix. 

48. Form 177 is hereby annulled, and an affidavit under the last pre- 
ceding paragraph shall be according to the form in the Appendix. 

49. Form 180 is hereby annulled, and an affidavit under this rule shall 
be according to the form in the Appendix. 

50. Forms 178 and 181 are fe annulled, and the forms in the 


=; shall stand in lieu thereof. 

rder XXV., Rule 51, paragraph (3), is hereby annulled, and the 
following paragraph shall stand in lieu thereof, and Form 178a is 
hereby annulled : 


51. A judgment summons shall be deemed to be a summons to a 
witness within the meaning of section one hundred and eleven of the Act. 

Order XXV., Rule 35, is hereby annulled, and the following rule shall 
stand in lieu thereof : 

52. Witnesses may be summoned to prove the means of a judgment 
debtor in the same manner as witnesses are summoned to give evidence 
upon the hearing of a plaint; and the expenses of any person examined, 
os — or not, may, subject to these rules be allowed. 
ere the judgment debtor does not appear at the hearing, or pays 
into court the Sueant in payment of Thich he has made pe t, 
expenses paid to him with the judgment summons, or with a summons 





to appear as a witness, may, if the j so directs, be allowed as 
expenses of a witness; and where the ent debtor appears at the 
hearing, expenses so paid to him may, if the judge so directs, be allowed 
as expenses of a witness in any case in which the costs of witnesses may 
be allowed under rules, 

Order XXV., Rule 47, is hereby annulled, and the following rule shall 
stand in lieu thereof: 

- 53. Where a judgment or order has been given or made for payment 
by instalments, and an order of commitment is made in respect of the 
non-payment of one or more of such instalments before the whole of 
such instalments have become due, then, if the judge orders the execu- 
tion of the order of commitment to be suspended to enable the debtor 
to pay the amount in respect of the non-payment of which the order is 
made, by instalments or otherwise, he may, if he thinks fit, order that 
the judgment or order for payment of instalments shall also be suspended 
for so long as the execution of the order of commitment is suspended, 
or for any less period. If the judge miakes such order as last-men- 
tioned, he may at any subsequent time order that the suspension of the 
judgment or order for payment of instalments shall cease; and if the 
plaintiff withdraws or abandons the order of commitment, the suspen- 
sion of the judgment or order for payment of instalments shall cease to 
operate on such withdrawal or abandonment. : 

54.—(1.) Where after the issue of an order of commitment for non-pay- 
ment of money, but before the body of the debtor is delivered into the 
custody of the gaoler, money is paid into the ‘court out of which the 
order issued, or into any foreign court to which the order has been sent 
for re-issue under section one — and fifty-eight = on ae or to 
the bailiff holding the order, ‘ollowing provisions shall apply. 

(2.) Where mom Fh is made into the court in the district of which the 
order is to be executed, the fact and amount of such payment shall 
forthwith be notified by the registrar to the bailiff holding the order. 

(3.) Where payment is made into the court out of which the order 
issued (in this rule referred to as “‘the home court’) after the order 
has been sent for re-issue to any foreign court, the fact and amount of 
such payment shall forthwith be notified by post by the registrar of the 
home court to the high bailiff of the foreign court, who shall forthwith 
notify the same to the bailiff holding the order. ’ 

(4.) The bailiff holding the order, on receiving any payment or notice 
of any payment, shall forthwith indorse on the order the amount of 
such payment, and shall deduct the same from the amount indorsed on 
the order as that on payment of which the debtor may be discharged, 
and shall sign such indorsement; and the order of commitment, unless 
withdrawn by the plaintiff, shall thenceforth operate as an order of 
commitment for non-payment of the amount remaining due after such 


deduction. . 
Onder "XXV., Rule 49, is hereby annulled, and the following rules 


ll stand in lieu thereof : 
n6— (1) Where a prisoner has been delivered into the custody of the 
gaoler, the sum indorsed on the order of commitment as that upon 
payment of which the prisoner may be discharged may be paid into 
the court out of which the order of commitment issued, or into the 
court in the district of which the order was executed, or to the gaoler -in 
whose custody the prisoner is. , hss ‘ 
2.) Where Pano is made into the court in the district of which 
the order was executed, the registrar shall sign and seal a certificate 
thereof, and shall forward the same by post or otherwise to the gaoler 
in whose custody - prisoner then is, who on receipt thereof shall 
hwith discharge the ner. : 
a) Where comaea 5 aa into the court out of which the order 
i i i i **the home court *’) 
of commitment issued (in this rule referred to as “' 
after the order has been sent for re-issue to any foreign court, the ~ 
of such payment shall forthwith be notified by post by the a = 
the home court to the registrar of the foreign court, who shall forthwi 
sign and seal a certificate thereof, and forward the same by post or 
otherwise to the gaoler in whose custody the prisoner then is, who on 
receipt thereof shall forthwith discharge the prisoner. a 
(4.) Where payment is made to the he shall, upon eee 
him of the amount indorsed on the order of commitment, t er wi > 
costs sufficient to pay for transmitting such amount, transmit suc 
amount forthwith by post office order to the registrar of the court under 
the order of which the prisoner was committed, and he oa. sign & 
certificate of such Ps ment, of a F — and such costs 
transmission shall rt of the prescri cos s 
“S-t1) Where after prisoner is been delivered into the gy | 
of the gacler, money is paid into the court out of which the qn 
commitment issued, or into the court in the district of which the — r 
was executed, but the sum paid is less than that indorsed on the = 
of commitment as that upon nee a a the prisoner may 
i followi rovisions apply. hie % 
eo Woes open cote into the court in the district of which 
the order was executed, the fact and amount of such payment shall 
forthwith be notified by post by the registrar to the oo, - oi 
(3.) Where payment is made into the court out of which the order - 
commitment issued (in this rule referred to as “the home court ’’) 4 
the order has been sent for re-issue to any foreign court, the fact — 
amount of such payment shall forthwith be notified by post by ~ 
registrar of the home court to the registrar of the foreign an w 
shall forthwith notify the same by post or otherwise to the ga _ 
(4.) Upon payment to the gaoler of the balance of the sum it = 
on the order of commitment, after deducting the amount ee ; 
the gaoler as having been paid into court, together with costs su _ 
to tay for transmitting such balance, the gacler shall transmit s 
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balance forthwith by post office order to the registrar of the court under 
the order of which the prisoner was committed, and he shall sign a 
certificate of such payment, and discharge the prisoner, and such costs 
of transmission shall be part of the prescribed costs. 


ORDER XXXIX. 
ADMIRALTY ACTIONS. 
Commencement of Action. 


Order XXXIX., Rule 6, and Form 373, are hereby annulled, and the 
following rule and the form in the Appendix shall stand in lieu thereof: 

57. In Admiralty actions in rem no further service of a summons than 
delivery thereof in accordance with Order VII., Rule 12, and no execu- 
tion of a warrant of arrest, shall be required, where a solicitor represents 
that he is authorised to accept service on behalf of the defendant, and 
signs a Memorandum agreeing to accept service, and undertaking to 
appear and to put in bail, or to pay money into court in lieu of bail, 
and, in an action for salvage, to file an affidavit of the value of the 
vessel or property, unless such value is agreed. 


ORDER LL 
Tue Stannaries Court (Apouition) Act, 1896. 


58. Proceeding in actions within the limits of the extended jurisdic- 
tion conferred by the County Courts Act, 1903, shall be regulated by, 
and costs in such proceedings shall be taxed under, the statutory pro- 
visions, rules, and scales of costs for the time being in force in the 
county courts and applicable to such actions. 

Order LI., Rules 10 and 17 are hereby annulled, and the following 
rules shal] stand in lieu thereof: 


Actions or Matters beyond Limits of County Court Jurisdiction. 


59. Proceedings in actions or matters exceeding the limits of the juris- 
Biction of the county courts under the County Courts Act, 1888, as 
extended by the County Courts Act, 1903 (hereinafter called proceed- 
i under the Stannaries jurisdiction), shall be regulated by the 
pr oh a rules. 

60.—{1.) Service of an ordinary summons may be effected— 

(a) by delivering the same to the defendant personally; or 

(6) in the cases mentioned in Rules 12 to 22, 24, 26, and 27 (both 
inclusive) of Order VII., in the manner prescribed by those 
rules; or 

(c) under an order for substituted 
Order VII., Rule 40. 

(2.} Service may be effected in accordance with Order VII., Rule 33. 

(3.) Where the plaintiff wishes the summons to be served otherwise 
than by a bailiff, he shall so request in the precipe; and the proviso to 
Order VIL, Rule 33, shall apply. 

(4.) Where service is effected otherwise than by a bailiff, a copy of 
the summons, with the daté and place and mode of service indors2d 
thereon, and an affidavit of service according to the form in the Appen- 
dix, with such modifications as circumstances may require, shall within 
three clear days after the day of service, or such further time as may 
be allowed by the registrar, be delivered or transmitted to the registrar 


by the plaintiff. 


service as prescribed by 


ORDER LIIl. 
Costs asp ALLOwances TO WITNESSES. 

61. Items 45, 83, 94, and 97 of the scales of costs are hereby annulled, 
and the items in the Appendix shall stand in lieu thereof: ~ 

The following paragraph shall be added to Order LITI., Rule 16, viz :— 

62. Provided, that in cases falling with paragraph (1) or paragraph (2) 
of this rule, if the subject matter of the counterclaim is entirely uncon- 
nected with that of the claim, items of costs, fees to counsel, and 
allowances to witnesses reasonably incurred or paid in respect of the 
counterclaim or claim (as the case may be) in addition to those incurred 
or paid in respect of the claim or counterclaim, may be allowed by the 

, OF where no special directions as to costs are given by the judge, 
at the discretion of the registrar, subject to review by the judge. 

65. e am order is made for payment of costs by or to a third 
party, any costs, fees to counsel, and allowances to witnesses reasonably 
incurred or peid in addition to the costs of the original action by 
reason f such third party having been brought in, in respect of the 
trial of the question of the liability of the third party, or in preparing 
for euch trial, may be allowed, and such costs shall be taxed as if the 
third party were a defendant, and the party to or by whom such costs 
are ordered to be paid were a plaintiff, and as if the notice to the third 
party were 2 summons with particulars annexed. 

We, Richard Harington, William Lucius Selfe, William Cecil Smyly, 
Robert Woodtall, and Thomas C. Granger, being Judges of County 
Courts, appointed to frame Rales and Orders for regulating the Practice 
A the Courts and Porms oA Proceedings therein, having, by virtue of 
the powers vested in us in this behalf, framed the foregoing Rules and 
Orders, do hereby certify the same under our hands and submit them 
to the Lord Chancellor accordingly 


(Signed) Hakixotox 
L, Sveure 
C, furry 


W oopyr aL. 


Dec. 31, 1904, 





Approved, 
(Signed) Hatspury, C. 

ALVERSTONE, C.J. 

R. VaucuHan Wituiams, LJ. 

ARTHUR KEKEWICH, J. 

A. M. CHANNELL, J. 

A. R. Jetr, J. 

R. B. Frytay, A.G. 

R. K. Parker. 

Tuos. Raw te, Pres. Law Soe. 

I allow these Rules, which shall come into force on the Ist day of 

January, 1 


The 19th of December, 1904. 
[There is a lengthy appendix of forms.] 


(Signed) Hatssvry, C, 


The Licensing Act, 1904. 
RULES UNDER SECTION 6. 


The following are stated by the Times to be the rules affecting the 
ascertainment of the persons entitled to compensation for loss of licences, 
and the amount of, and payment of such compensation, which are con- 
tained in the rules made under the Act, but not yet issued :— 

Rule 21.—Where the compensation authority at their principal meeting 
decide to refuse to renew a licence a notice shall be published as soon as 
may be specifying the licensed premises and stating that if any person 
other than the licensee or the registered owner claims to be treated as a 
person interested in the licensed premises he shall send to the compensation 
authority within twenty-one days a written claim giving particulars of 
the interest claimed. After the time limited by the rules for the sending in 
of claims has elapsed the compensation authority shall hold a supplemental 
meeting for the purpose of considering whether their approval should be 
given to any sum agreed upon by the persons entitled to compensation and 
submitted to them as the money to be paid as compensation and of settling 
the shares in that compensation money, and at that meeting shall give any 
person entitled to compensation an opportunity of being heard with 
respect to those matters. 

Rule 29.—Where the persons entitled to compensation agree upon a sum 
to be submitted to the compensation authority as to the amount of com- 
pensation money, a written statement to that effect containing the sum 
agreed upon, signed by or on behalf of all those persons, shall be lodged 
with the compensation authority at the meeting or previously thereto. 

Rule 30.—(1) At the meeting the compensation authority shall, if an 
agreement as to the sum to be paid as compensation money is submitted 
to them for their approval, consider whether their approval shall be given 
to that sum, and, if their approval is so given, shall proceed to settle the 
shares of the persons entitled to compensation in that sum. 

(2) If the amount of compensation money remains to be determined 
otherwise than by means of an agreement approved by the compensation 
authority, the compensation authority shall either adjourn the meeting 
until the amount of the compensation money has been so determined, in 
order that the shares of the persons entitled to compensation may sub- 
oe be settled with reference to the actual amount so determined, or, 
if they think fit and are of opinion that no person’s claim will be prejudiced 
thereby, proceed to fix the proportions in which the compensation money, 
when the actual amount is determined, is to be divided amongst those 


ms. 

(3) Where the proportions in which the compensation money is to be 
divided when the actual amount is determined are fixed under this sa 
the compensation authority, the clerk to the compensation authority shall, 
as soon as may be after the amount has been determined, settle the amount 
of the respective shares of the persons entitled to compensation, in accord- 
ance with the proportions so fixed. 

Rule 31.—It the amount of compensation money remains to be deter- 
mined otherwise than by means of an agreement approved by the com- 
pensation authority, the compensation authority shall send a notice of the 
fact to the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, accompanied by a statement 
of the names and addresses of the persons entitled to compensation. 

Rule 32.—In cases where the amount of compensation money is deter- 
mined otherwise than by means of an agreement approved by the com- 
pensation authority, the compensation authority may, before the amount 
of the shares is settled under these rules, require that a certificate of the 
Inland Revenue Commissioners as to the amount determined as compensa- 
tion money, or such other evidence of that amount as they think sufficient, 
be lodged with them. 

Rule 43.—The amount (if any) of any costs incurred by the Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue on an appeal from their decision and not otherwise 
provided for shall be paid by the compensation authority to the Com- 
missioners of Inland enue out of the compensation fund, and before 
the shares of the persons entitled to compensation in the compensation 
money are settled, either by the compensation autifority at their adjourned 
meeting or by the clerk in accordance with the proportions fixed by the 
compensation authority, a deduction shall be oh oes the amount of 
compensation money divisible equal to the amount so to be paid to the 
commissioners. 

Rule 44,—As soon as the shares in which the amount of compensation 
money is to be divided have been settled the compensation authority shall 
nena notice to the persons entitled to compensation that the compensa- 
tion money is payable, and fix a day, not less that two weeks nor more 
than six weeks after the date of the notice, for the payment of the amount 
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of the respective shares in the compensation money. 
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Law Societies. 


Gloucestershire and Wiltshire Incorporated Law 
Society. 


A special general meeting of this society was held at the Lg mee 
Hotel, Gloucester, on Wednesday, the 21st of December, 1904. Those 
present included Mr. 8. B. Dixon (Pewsey), president, in the chair; Mr. 
H. J. Francillon (Dursley), vice-president ; Messrs..R. McLaren and H. 
Stroud (Cheltenham), R. Ellett (Cirencester), J. Bryan, C. Scott, J. P. 
Wilton Haines, G. Whitcombe, A. S. Helps, H. Allen Armitage, F. 
Hannam-Clark, John W. Haynes, W. H. Madge, C. Granville Clutterbuck, 
W. Piffe Brown, Nigel D. Haines, J. H. Jones, H. J. Taynton (Gloucester), 
D. J. Wintle (Ne m), W. Warman (Stroud), and Herbert H. Scott, 
hon. secretary. The subject of the procedure before the licensing com- 
mittees of quarter sessions to be appointed under the Licensing Act, 1904, 
was considered, and resolutions were unanimously to the effect that it 
is expedient on public grounds that parties entitled to be heard before such 
committees should have the right to appear, either in person, or by counsel 
or solicitor ; and that a copy of a memorandum upon the subject recently 
issued by the Law Society should be sent to each justice of the peace in 
Gloucestershire and Wiltshire before the ensuing. quarter sessions. An 
important alteration in the society’s public sale conditions was effected by 
the adoption of a condition providing that where completion of a sale is 
delayed by causes other than the neglect or default of the purchaser, he 
may, instead of paying interest at 5 per cent., place the purchase-money 
psyable upon a deposit account at a bank, and the vendor shall then be 
entitled only to such interest as shall be produced thereby. A resolution 
was passed ugreeing to take over the library of the Gloucestershire Law 
Library Society upon terms provisionally arranged between the committees 
of the two societies, and a series of resolutions were passed for its future 
management, including the appointment of a Special Library Committee. 








Obituary. 
Mr. E. G. E. Stillwell. 


We regret to announce the sudden death on the 2Ist inst., owing to 
heart failure, of Mr. Edward George Ellis Stillwell, barrister-at-law, at 
the age of 47 years. Mr. Stillwell was the son of Mr. Edward Stillwell, 
formerly of the War Office, and was called to the bar in 1885, and practised 
on the South-Eastern Circuit. He was for many years one of the reporters 
in the King’s Bench Division for this journal and the Weekiy Reporter, and. 
our columns last week contained a report furnished by him. 

Mr. E. J. Payne. 

Mr. Edward John Payne, Recorder of High Wycombe, died by drowning 
on Monday in the canal at Wendover. He was the son of Mr. E. W. 
Payne, of High Wycombe, and was educated at High Wycombe Grammar 
Scheol and at Oxford, where he was elected Fellow of University College, 
In 1874 he was called to the bar, and in 1883 was appointed Recorder of 
High Wycombe. He was distinguished for historical knowledge, and 
published ‘‘A History ot European Colonies,’’ ‘‘ Voyages of Elizabethan 
Seamen to America,’’ a ‘‘ History of the New World called America,” 
and an edition of the works of Burke for the Oxford University Press. 








Legal News, 


Appointment. 

Mr. Exnest Pace, K.C., has been — Recorder of Carlisle, in the 
place of Mr. Alexander Henry, deceased. 

Mr. Georoe Brecnau., solicitor, of No. 85, Gracechurch-street, E.C., 
who is already a Guardian of the Poor for the City of London, has been 
elected a Common Councillor of the Court of Common Council for the City 
of London. 

Mr. Grorok Hearucors, of Manchester, solicitor, has been appointed 
& Commissioner for Oaths, Mr. Heathcote was admitted in 1898, 





Changes in Partnerships. 

Mr. Joun Mrier, solicitor, of No, 1, St. Stephen'’s-chambers, Baldwin- 
street, Bristol, after more than fifty-four years of continuous practice, 
owing to advancing years and impaired eyesight, is retiring from practice, 
and has disposed of his business to Messrs. Meade-King & Sons as from 
the Ist of January next, who will continue his branch of their practice at 
the above address under the style or firm of ‘‘ John Miller & Co, . Mr. 
Miller will, however, continue to take out his certificate and will occupy 
one of his present offices for a time, where he may be seen for any 
hecessary purpose connected with past business which may require any 
personal explanation or information, 


Dissolutions. 
Francis Parkes and Beart Faspercx Browns, solicitors (Parkes & 
Browne), 61, Carey-street, London, Dev, 25. [ Gazette, Deo, 23. 


Exnest AMPHLETT Wuitexovuse and Rosert Ecertrox Rivers, solicitors 
(Whitehouse, Rivers, & Co.), Jewry House, Old Jewry, London. Dec. 17. 
(Gazette, Dec. 27. 


General. 
Sir Francis Jeune is stated to be progressing satisfactorily. 


Mr. James Sheil, who has been a metropolitan police magistrate for over 
twenty-five years, the greater part of which period he has presided at the 
Westminster police-court, has resigned his appointment. 


Mr. Justice Bucknill has fixed the following commission days for the 
Winter Assizes on the North Wales Circuit—namely, Welshpool, 
Thursday, January 12; Dolgelly, Saturday, January 14; Carnarvon, 
Wednesday, January 18 ; is, Monday, January 23; Ruthin, 
Thursday, Jan 26; Mold, Tuesday, January 31; Chester, Tuesday, 
March 7; Cardiff, Wednesday, March 15. 

Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence has fixed the following commission days 
for the Winter Assizes on the South Wales Circuit: Haverfordwest, 
Saturday, the 14th of January; Lampeter, Wednesday, the 18th of 
January ; Carmarthen, Monday, the 23rd of January; Brecon, Friday, 
the 27th of January ; Presteigu, Wednesday, the Ist of February ; Chester, 


Tuesday, the 7th of March ; Cardiff, Wednesday, the 15th of March. 


In Jersey City, says the St. James's Gazette, there lives a lady who, like 
her of nursery rhyme fame, the chief of whose diet consisted of ‘* victuals 
and drink,’’ can never be quiet. So quarrelsome indeed has she shewn 
herself that she has ac: ua}ly been indicted before the courts as a “‘ common 
scold,’’ acharge which bas not been brought for nearly acentury. Not 
only this, but the penalty, it she is convicted of the offence, which seems 
highly probable, is, according to a law of the old colonial days which still 
holds good, the same as that which obtained in medieval England—namely, 
a ducking in the river. 


The Portsmouth magistrates were, says the Times, engaged fora con- 
siderable time on Wednesday in hearing a charge against two middle-aged 
brothers named Haliman, one a grocer, the other a master mariner, of 
assaulting and inflicting grievous bodily harm upon Mr. 8. G. Stainer, a 
local solicitor. It was stated that Mr. Stainer had acted i y 
for the brothers and a sister in the administration of their mother's will, 
but in consequence of disputes and a display of violent conduct in his 
office he wrote declining to have further to do with the defendants. 
Several months elapsed, and on the 20th inst. the brothers called, and 
committed the assault complained of, the circumstances of which were 
stated last week. They were committed for trial at Portsmouth 
Sessions, but were admitted to bail, 


Signor Nunziante has, says the Journal of the Society of Comparative Legis- 
lation, published some figures as to the legal profession in Naples which 
ought to silence those who in other countries of the excessive 
multiplication of lawyers. In that city there are 1,298 advocates and 2,608 
avoués and procureurs. Adding the j and. subordinate officials of all 
sorts, and clerks, there are altogether a 8,000 persons connected with 
law, which is a fair allowance fora town of 600,000 inhabitants. The 
probability is, says Signor Nunziante, that owing to the rapidity with 
which the University turns out doctors of law, the number of advocates 
will socn be doubled. it is surprising to find that, in spite of the abund- 
ance of oratorical talents, they are admired as they nowhere else are. 
Crowds rush to hear a good speaker, and risk suffocation in order to listen 
to a “‘ prince du parquet.”’ 

With the Law Society, say the @iode, the year has been eventful. The 
23rd of March is the most memorable day in its annals, for on that date 
the King, accompanied by the Queen, opened the new wing of its hall in 
Chancery-lane. Subsequently the honour of knighthood was conferred 
upon the president of the society. At the provincial meeting of the 
Portsmouth no fewer than nine resolutions were d, 


society at 
ores Ge one calling for reform in the circuit oa was 
introduced by the Goverument to empower the society to withhold the 


certificates ot bankrupt solicitors, but the measure, bike another 
Bul framed to improve the administration of the law, was i in the 
** massacre of the innocents’? at the close of the Session. Another 
important meeting of solicitors was held at Derby, the object of which 
was to protest against the extension of the Land Transfer Act to the 

= jae until an inquiry into the working of the Act in London has been 
eld. 


In England, says the St. James's Gezetie, a man is innocent until he has 
been proved guilty. In certain parts of America he is guilty unless he can 
dodge or buy off or by avy other means placate the lynchers. Kill first, 
try afterwards, is there the maxim. Therefore, it is satisfactory to see that 
at last the law has come down a these murderers in the guise of 
vindicators of the law. We do not in this country to what extent 
ns is regularly carried on in America, Last year 104 persons lost 

eir lives at the instance of mob law. All save two were men. One 
Chinaman and seventeen whites were included in the list, but the rest were 
the unfortunate negroes, In not a single instance was @ case 
_> the person charged, but the offences alleged were as : 

he 


er, 47; hemp wg ll; me Fy ted assau ee m 
assault, 7; unknown 5; arson, 4; race ; 
in murder, 5; suspicion of murder, 3; mistaken e * nom 4 
whites, 2; threats, 1; refusing information, 1. What territte 


z 
that list suggests of guilt fastened off-hand a man by a howling 
mob knowing n of the real facts. The 104 cases of last year are a 





| amall total in com with the records of preceding years. 
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The Edinburgh correspondent of the Times says that Lord Kinross, the 
Lord President of the Court of Session, continues in very indifferent health. 
He suffers from occasional lapses of memory, and it is probable that, on 
the advice of his medical attendant, Lord Kinross will resign his position 
as head of the Scottish Judicature. Itis understood that Lord Adam, one 
of the judges of the First Division of the Court of Session, is also contem- 

ting tion at the end of the present session. Lord Trayner, cne 
of the judges of the Second Division of the Court of Session, resigned 
py few days ago, so that three ee appointments will fall shortly 
to be made to the Scottish bench. ‘The position of Lord President is at 
the option of the Lord Advecate, but it is generally thought in the 
Parliament Hall, Edinburgh, that the present Lord Advocate, Mr. C. 8. 
Dickson, K.C., M.P., desires to remain in the active political field for 
some time, and that he will follow the example set by his immediate 
predecessor in office, Mr. Graham Murray, K.C., M.P., and allow the 
dignity to be conferred on another member of the bar. 


A metropolitan county court judge, writing to the Times, submits that 
the power of committal for non-payment of debts should certainly be 
retained for. the recovery of (2) damages for tort, which would include 
debts incurred by fraud; (5) to a limited extent, debts for food absolutely 
_ Tequired in time of distress. In dealing with this difficult and thorny 

question it must be remembered that during the last twenty-five years the 
recovery of just demands has been made much more difficult by the 
extension of the hire-purchase system, and the Married Women’s Property 
Acts, which, though most just, have been, and continue to be, used for 

s never intended by the Legislature. I therefore submit that to 
entirely abolish the power of committal would enable the thriftless and 
cratty to wrong their neighbours with impunity. This, I think, amply 
justifies my contention that (a2) damages for tort, where credit was 
not given voluntarily, should be recoverable by committal. There 
is more doubt as to (4) debts for food being allowed to be 
recoverable by committal ; but, if so recoverable, I think the right should 
be limited to a small amount. Then another difficulty arises ; if the credit 
be limited in amount, the result would be that credit to the limited amount 
would be obtained at several shops long before the bread-winner was out 
of work. In the Midlands, when I objected to the amount of credit given 
(sometimes 15s. in a single week) I was met with the reply, ‘‘ At the time 
I gave that credit there was from £3 to £4 a week going into the house.” 
I am therefore driven to the suggestion that the power to collect debts, 
even for food, by committal summonses should be limited to food supplied 
on the order and credit of the relieving officer, that the Legislature, when 
limiting the power of committal, should give the power to issue such 
orders, and should make the amount of such advances recoverable in the 
most summary manner, for nominal court fees, and enforceable by com- 
mittal on proof of means ; but that such advances should not submit the 
person relieved tothe disabilities accompanying parish relief. 


At a special sitting of the Lewes Petty Sessions on the summons against 
Mr. Justice Grantham, the chairman, says the Times, read a lengthy 
document, which he said was the ‘‘finding’’ of the bench—with one 
dissentient ‘The facts contained in the informations laid by the council 
were recapitulated, and theeffect of the various substantive. bye-laws 
alleged to have been infringed by the defendant was also set out. Of 
these it was found that Sir William had complied with five, but had not 
sufficiently complied with fifteen others. In other respects, the bench 
found that the.defendant’s plans generally complied with the bye-laws, 
and, although deficient. in some minor particulars, they considered that 
this was to some extent excusable, inasmuch as the bye-laws did 
not require plans to be prepared by experts. On the other 
hand, toey considered that local authorities (such as the pro- 
secutors in that case) upon whom was cast the duty of 
looking after the important interest of public health in their district, 
should receive the assistance of individuals in carrying out their duties 
and were entitled to expect intending builders to submit plans capable of 
being more easily understood than those submitted by the defendant in 
this case. It seemed to them that, although the bye-laws did not say so, 
the plans should be prepared, as one of the defendant’s witnesses said, 
‘* with some technical skill,” and if the draughtsman had not himself 
that skill he should call in the assistance of some one who had. At the 
same time it seemed to the bench that the defendant’s plans were intended 
by him to indicate that the buildings he proposed to erect would conform 


to the bye-laws, and if he had failed in some particulars it had been due | 


to misapprehension for which he was not wholly responsible. In the 
circumstances of the case, therefore, the bench hoped that it might not be 
necessary for them to give a more definite decision. Counsel for Mr. 
Justice Grantham asked that the summonses issued under bye-laws 45 and 
46 be dismissed, but the chairman said they were unable to comply with 
that request. 





Winding-up- Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Dec, 23. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep in CHANCERY. 


Cuiswick Buitpinc Co, Limitzp—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 16, directed to be 
be heard Jan 17. Kidgell & Davis, Ironmonger In, solors for petner. Notice of appear- 
ing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 16 

Cirencester Hicu Scuoor ror Giravs, Limitep (1x Votustary Liquipation)—Creditors 
are req! , on or before Jan 21, to send their names , and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Robert William Ellett, Cirencester 

Dewpwgy’s CanapiAn Synpicate, Limirep—Creditors are eo on or before Feb 20, 
to send t names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 


Russeil Howard Wood, 271, High Holborn 








Joux Greaves & Soy, Limirep —Creditors are re juired. on or before Feb 4, to send their 
Dames i of their debts or claims, to Charles Jaryig 
Collier, 14, St James st, Sheffield. Bowman & Firth, Sheffield, solors for liquidator 

P A Sywpicats, Lnatep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 28, to send their names 
and , and the iculars of their debts or claims, to Albert Edward Seamer, 33, 
Southampton st, Strand. Slark & Co, Southampton st, solors for liquidator 

Pavu’s Ivx, Luntep (in Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 20, to 
send their names and particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert 
Fe ga 21, Waterloo st, Birmin gham. Maddison & Co, Old Jewry, solors for 

r 

Ruy anp Prestatyn Licut Ramway Co, Luntep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Feb 4, to send their names and addresses, and the patticulars of their debts or claims, to 
Wallace Webb, 46, Queen Victoria st 

London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec, 27. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lurep in CHANCERY. 

Auurayce Rott Firm Camera Co, Limtrrep—Creditors are wool, on or before Jan 31, 
to send their names addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph 
Darby Garside, 34, New Bridge st 

Bippuizs & Co, Lunrep—Petn for windin up, presented Dec 23, directed to be heard at 
the Castle, Le’ , Jan 26. Sprigge, by In, Leicester, solor for petner. Notice of 
a - g- must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

an 

InTERNATIONAL Moror.Car Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 27, to 
gend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
Douglas Stewart le, 91 aud 93, Palmerston House 

JsenaH Timper anD Woop Pavine Corporatios, Limitep—Creditors are required, on 
or before Jan 14, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Warwick Wellby Clarke, 56, New Broad st. Becher. solor for the liquidator 

Mancuester Praten Macuine Sarety Guarp Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on 
or before Feb 14, to send their names and addresses. and the particulars of their debts or 
comme. A Thomas Smethurst, 26, Pall Mall, Manchester Jones, Manchester, solor for 

qui r 

New.anps (West GriquaLanp) Diamonp Mines, Linirep—Creditors are required, on or 
before March 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Albert William Wyon, 3, Fredericks pl, Old Jewry 

OupHam AgRateD Waters Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 21, to 
send their names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas 
Birch, King st, Oldham. Hilton, Oldham, solor for liquidator 

Sours Wesr anp Mortvat Bit Postine Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Jan 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Percy Oliver Loring, 36, Battersea rise 

County Pavatine OF LANCASTER. 

Peter Pitxixeroy, Limitzp—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 20, directed to be heard 
at St George's Hall, Liverpool, Jan 11, at 10.30a.m. Rawsthorn & Co, Lune st, Preston, 
solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 10 











The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


Jan. 5.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranriz.p, at the Mart, at 2: 
REVERSIONS : 
To £2,500 on the decease of the survivor of a gentleman aged 56, and lady aged 69. 
Solicitors, Messrs. Lawrence, Graham, & Uo., London. 
, Consols and Gas Stock, value £1,075, on the decease of a lady 
a 76. Solicitor, H. Cubitt Ireland, Esq., London. 
To Two-fourteenths of a Trust Fund, value £10,000, on the decease of the survivor 
of a gentleman aged 67 and two ladies aged 66 and 65; alsoto T wo-twentieths 
of the same fund, on the decease of the survivor of two ladies aged 65 aad 67. 
Solicitor, W. H. Hargraue, Esq., London. 
To £2,000, also to a moiety of £14,833, also income of £150 per annum, on decease 
of lady 70, provided the reversioner survive her. Solicitor, J. Watson 


Stocker, ., London. 

LIFE INTEREST in a Trust Fund producing about £130 per annum, with Life 
Policies for £1,450; also Contingent Reversionary Interest of gentleman aged 
48. Solicitors, Messrs. Fowler & Co., London. 

8°0 ORDINARY SHARES of £5 each, fully paid, in Metzler & Co. (Ltd.). 

PROFIT RENTAL of £35 per annum for eight years, with Policy for £200. Solicitor, 
J. Cornelius Wheeler, Esq., London. 

POLICIES for £5,400, £1,500, £1,000, £1.000, £600, £500, Solicitors, Messra. C. P. 
Fielder, Le Riche, & Co., Messrs. Pepper, Tangye, & Co., and Mes-rs. Fowler 
& Co., London. 

(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cuarm. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Dec. 16. 
Roserts, Jonn, Geinas, Bodfari, Flint, Farmer Jan 18 Jones vy Roberts, Farwell, J 
Swayne, Denbigh 
WELLESLEY, W1.1aM, Coxon’s pl, New st, Dockhead, Surrey, Cooper Jan 20 Zurhorst v 
Zurhorst, Kekewich, J Lewis, Chancery ln 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec. 20. 
Barker, Epmuunp Joux, The Mount, Church In, Aldershot Jan 25 Barker v Barker, 
Kekewich, J Atkinson : 
Bart.Ley, Major General Jons Coweit, Warwick House st, Charing Cross 
Evans v Bartley, Warrington, J Steward, J, Coleman st 
Baitrox, Epwarp Cansinaton, Newcastle upon Tyne Jan 23 Storrow v Carlyon- 
Britton, Warrington, J oon, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Cocks, Witt1am, Donington, Lincoln, Market Gardener Jan 16 Holt v Cocks, War- 
rington, J Smith, Lincoln : 
Futrogp, Gzorce Laxepox, Okehampton, Devon, Solicitor Jan 20 Sparke v Fulford, 
Swinfen Eady, J Hill, Raymond bldgs, Gray’s inn : 
Sxowpon, Jou, Lewisham High road, Deptford Jan 24 RuSsell vy Snowdoa, Kekewich, 
J Phelan, Bedford row . 


Jan 20 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Farivay, Dec. 16. 
A.prEN, James, Heysham, Lancs, Gardener Dec31 Sanderson, Lancaster ; 
ALLDEN, Sipyey James, Bridport, Doiset, Doctor of Medicine Dec 31 Whetham, Brid- 


por P 
ARTHUR, — Heaton, Newcastle upon Tyne, Engine Driver Jan 19 Ward, Newcastle 
on Tyne ’ 


Dec. 31, 1904. 

















my their 
es Jarvig 
utor 


ir Dames 
amer, 33, 
fan 20, to 
© Robert 


olors for 


or before 
laims, to 


> Jan 31, 
) Joseph 


eard at 
‘ Otice of 
noon of 


in 27, to 
to John 
red, on 
Jebte or 
dator 

ired, on 
lebts or 
lor for 


, ON or 
ebts or 


b 21, to 
Thomas 


before 
claims, 


> heard 
reston, 
than 6 


ed 69, 
. lady 
‘vivor 
bieths 
d 67, 


cease 
atson 


Life 


aged 
itor, 


a 


Wler 


l, J 


ker, 


| 20 
Tar- 


ord, 


ich, 


id- 






_Dee. 31, 1904. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








Bavxes, Water Rates, Wilton cres, via Jan31 Rawle & Bedford row 
Baoapsent, Joun Cooper, Huddersfield, Merchant Jan17 Lewis & Co, Albany ct yard, 


y 
BRoADBENT, THomMas Eanest Born, ete 2 Jan 16 Fernandes, Wakefield 
BsowNE, ROWLAND, , Carmarthen 

Buxton, Tuomas, Granville Park, Aughton, ne Jan2i Evans & Co, Liverpool 
Canter, Maria, New Barnet, Herts Jani6 Nickinson & Co, Chancery In 

Cianz, Cuan.es, Aylesbury, Bucks, Grocer Jan 13 Wilkins, Aylesburg 

Cooper, Mary Anne Tucker, eng | Jan 20 Tucker, Leadenhall st 

Davey, Samvet, Somerto: t, Mason Jan7 bap tan « & Wedd, Somerton 
Day, Recinavp, Harlow, ae Jan 31 —,; Livcoln’s inn fi 

Bast, WituiaMm, Scarborough, Fisherman Jan Hick & Co, Ssarboro 
Extiort, James Jonzs, Queen’s av, Muswell ail Jan15 Taylor & Co, 
Fenton, James, South Shore, Blackpool, Corn Dealer Jan 28 Ascroft, "Blackpool 
Quy, Sipvey Epcar, New York,US A March 1 Coulton & Son, Sa yon 





Haceer, Witt1am Roseart, eier Jan 9 Ho & Dowson 
Hawt, Mary Jaye, Sheffield Ji = 20 Newsom, Sheffield 
Hasxarp, Maria, Nottingham, Spring Maker Jan31 Wing & Son, Ni ham 


mewcase, aed Lytham, Lancs, Colliery Manager Jan 3 Broughton Broughton, 
ecri 1D 
tMaN, Hargiett, Bournemouth Feb1 Rudall, Watling st 
ae ty The Hon ADELAIDE AUGUSTA WILHELMINA, Wingerworth Hall, Derby Jan 31 
. Essex st 

Hust, cas, Westbury on Trym, Bristol Feb8 Hunt & Co, Bristol 
Hustes, Jonn Bowman, Birkenhead, Cotton Broker Feb 1 Whitley & Co, Liverpool 
Isaacs, CATHERINE, Long Acre Feb 13 Wells & Sons, South sq, Gray’s inn 
Kine, Astuvur Jonny, Brighton Jan10 ASL Dove, Springfie "rd, St avr 9 on Sea 
Kyexe-Suitu, Henry Kyexe, Waterloo,Lancs Janié6 Laces & Co, Liverpool 
ee ame, Emma Grorciana, Durham villas, Kensington Jan 16 Fitzhugh & Co, 


—" seem, Cainscross, nr Stroud, Glos, Grocer Jan 20 Winterbotham & Sons, 


Lexnoy, EvizaBETuH, » Mapperley nay Jan 31 V4- Saher - — oes 
Lone, Harry, Sellindge, ent, FF ‘'armer Jan23 Mowll & Mowll, Ashford 

LuckHURST, Eutey, Bobbing, nr Sittingbourne Jan 9 Winch & Co, Sittingbourne 
a a, Bethnal green rd, Shoreditch, Boot Manufacturer Feb 3 Benjamia, 


—?--~ Reainatp Kywnaston, Newmarket Jan 31 Warren & Upton, Market 
n 


MEAuiNG, 5 oun, Yorktown, Surrey, Cycle and Motor Engineer Jan 27 Close, Camberley 


Moraay, came Boundary rd, St John’s Wood Feb 1° Gasquet & Metcalfe, Gt 


Tower st 

Moss, Dave, Highbury New park Jan 6 Romain, Bishopsgate st Without 

NicHouson, JAMEs, “ih nr Kirkby Stephen, Westmorland Jan 14 Hewitson & 
Harker, Kirkby Steph: 

eg Euiza, Noe Heath, nr Newbury, Berks Jan 12 Surtees & Surtees, 

01 

Prace, Cuar.es, Mansfield, Notts, Licensed Victualler Jan17 Alcock, es 

Pryor, ArTuur, Hylands, nr,Chelmsford Feb 8 Cagiaen & Co, Devonshire 

Raton, ALEXANDER Bauperston, Sutton, Surrey, Book: seller Jan 15 Bye & Eyre, 


iden 

Reeves, Mary WINTHROP, Jan15 Mills & Reeves, Norwich 

Reeves, WILHELMINA jonny ing Jan15 Mills & Reeves, Norwich 

Rogers, Josepx Henry, Globe rd, Mile End, Journalist Jan 26 Ratcliff & Son, Lime st 

Scutoret, Emma Victoria Capsvzr, Cromwell rd, Kensington Jan 31 ea 

Suaive, Hannag, Kettering, Northampton Dec 30 Thurnall oe et 

Stack, wae Puiuip, Spalford, Notts, Farmer Jan30 JW& kland, South- 
well, Notts 

Suita, Joun, Rishworth, nr Halifax, Farmer Feb1 Longbotham & Sons, Halifax 

Stock, Epwakp, Chiswick, Butcher Jan25 Piesse & Sons, Old J chmbrs 

Tarr, Gzorcr WILLIAM, Blackheath hill Jan 13 Richardson & Sad ers, Golden sq 

Wuanonp, Wi..14n, Balgownie, Jarrow, Durham, Surgeon Jan 30 Stobo & > 
Jarrow on Tyne 

Wairrneap, Asranam, Wardle, nr Rochdale, Farmer Jan 17 W Wand Po Co, Rochdale 

Woop, Joun, Polegate, Sussex, Contractor Jan14 W Wood 

Woottiams, ‘Ropeat, Adlestrop,=Glos, Farmer Jan 31 Wilkins & Toy, Chi hippie Norton | 

Yours, Henry Witiiam, DCL, BD, Waddesdon, Bucks Jan 17 Laing, Bury Knowle, 
Headington, Oxford 

‘ » . anne. Gazette. ‘Rideeey, Wa Dec, 20. 

RDERN, JOHN, Lymm, Chester Jan 31 ay, Warrington 

Barb, JAmEs, , Thayer st, Saddler Jan 15 Mitchell & Mallinson, Fenchurch st 

BARKER, Emma, dershot Jan 25 Atkinson, Queen Victoria st 

Butt, Josern, Hatton, Derby, Labourer Jan 15 Dunicliffe, on Trent 

Buu, Mary, Hatton, Derby Jan15 Dunicliffe, Burton on 

— = Fasoaa Aseryetuy, Ennismore gdns Jan 20 * Willett, Lincoln’s inn 
c rs 

Coun, Cart, Cardiff, Photographic Artist Jan 31 David & Evans, Cardiff 

Coorzer, WILLIAM, St Leonard’s on Sea, Architect Jan 26 Phillips & a Hastings | 

Geytry, Henry, Forest Gate Feb 1 Sawbridge & Son, Aldermanbury 

Hagpuay, JosEru, Rochdale Jan 31 Goulty & Goodfellow, Manchester 
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H A , Doddenham, Worcester Knott & "Knott & Sheild. Worcester 
Sroqoms Sasa Re Rovur.epe¢er, ier Jag 1, Kot Engineer Jan23 Brockbank & Co, 


MANNERS, Ba x. 7 GrorcE, Loe Hasrtinas, Melton Constable Hall, Norfolk 
Jan Co, Parliament st 


ag EcizaBera, Denton noon gdns, Forest Hill Feb1 Stallard, Old Jewry 
Miter, Tuomas WItitaM, Builder Jan23 Page, 

Mirrrecp, EmanveE., Value = ‘answorth Yorks Jan 19 Moore & Son, Bradford 
Nicky, Frepgrick, Much Wenlock Salop, Restaurant Keeper Jan 81 Potts & Potts, 


Broseley, 8 ire 
Peart, Mary Any, Jan 31 Mott & Son, Bedford row : 
—s Francis Jonn Crow, Teddington Jan 16 Charlton & Baker, [Kingston on 


Roserts, Jane, Shrewsb Jan 21 Hughes, Shrewsbury 
Sxixyer, Dayret, Strood Jan l4 binson, Strood 

SUTHERLAND, Dowa.p, Swansea, Devos Feb 14 Thomas & Co, Swansea 

SuTHERLAND, JOHAN, Swansea Feb Thomas & Co, Swansea 

Waits, Witiam, St Agnes, (RH 4 Jan 21 Chilcott & Sons, Truro 

Wuiregeap, Wit11aMm, Coventry, Watch Jan 21 Minster, Coventry 

Wittass, Wituiam Heyry, Basildon House, st Jan 31 Phelps & Co, Go. "Alder- 


manbury 
London Gazette.—Faipay, Dec. 23. 
Ape, Poses, Longstock, nr Stockbridge, Hants, Farm Bailiff Feb 10 Adams, 
ur’ 


y 
Arruve, EvizAsetn Forrescoz Mary, Compton-Giffora, Devon Jan 14 Woolleombe & 


Sons, Plymouth 
Bacsuaw, Ann, Balby, Doncaster Jan 30 Denison & Slater, Newcastle upon Tyne 
uy ERGNE, Uppingham, Rutland Jan 20 Hodgkinson, Uppingham, 


——~ Wvartt v’ 

a 

Basepese Baapiey Tuomas, Abbey rd, St John’s Wood Feb 1 Skelton, Lincoln’s inn 
elds 

BeresroeD, Evizasetu, Kew Jan 21 King & Burrell, G 

Bisnop, Isapeuia Lucy, Edinburgh Feb1 & Co, Jo Revils pl, Conduit st 

Brooxes, Marian Maeraa Matlock om, Se saat 2L Potter, Matlock Bridge 

Buaniey, Josern Hume, Prince Feb 1 Braikearidge & 
Edwards, Bartlett’s bldgs 

| BusHELt, Reatnap, Neston, Chester Jan 23 Laces@ Weng Liv * 

| ees spun, North Shi , Ship Store Merchant Jan 31 Brown & Holliday, 
or ields : 

Coorgr, Doxcaw Evpainstong, Hanover sq Feb 20 Burgoynes & Greatbach, Oxford st 

Dattry, Tuomas Witu1am, Ma: Staffs Feb15 Daltry, Stevenage, Herts 

DE Cosson, ExizaseTu, Torquay Feb15 Walls & Stallard, Old Jewry ’ 

Fisuer, Jouy, Starkholmes, ao mo Derby Feb 1, Margare; Amelia Skinner, Chindrass 

ouse, Starkholmes, Matlock 

Forper, Mary, West Tisted, Alresford Jan 23 Clark, Eastcheap 

Foster, Gzorce Brvinetoy, Leigham Coart rd, Streatham Feb 15 Foster, Streatham 

am! CHARLES \ rane Camberley, Surrey, ARA Jan 31 Radcliffe '& Co, Craven 


ring 
GREEN, yn Westbury on a. Glos Feb 20 Coode & Co, Bedford row 
GrissELL, MARTIN DE LA GARDE, oo cres Jan 23 gf 2 Bush In 
HawnsrorD, Saran Ann, Longbredy, nr Dorchester Jan Lock & Co, Dorchester 
Hayes, Epwis, Aldridge rd villas, "uredbouee Park, RHA Feb 1 Barker, Bedford row 
Hicetnsorsam, Evtzaseta, Ch vrlton cum Hardy, Lanes Feb6 Tucker & =~ Manchester 
Jackson, WILLIAM, Broughton; nr Preston, Lancs Jan 21 Cookson, Presto: 
women, Es A.icz, Osborne ter, Clapham rd Jan 31 Martineau & Reid, Riomeed | bldgs,Gray’s 


| Les, Oakmead rd, Balhaia Jan31 Griffiths & Roberts, Ganong In 
| MacMituan, Acwese Janz, , Lancs Feb8 Threlfall, Southpo 
Mason, Toons B Ropeet Wixtiam, Oystermouth, Glam, Ship Broker Prob 14 Thomas & 

Mouorz, James, Wandsworth, Barrister at Law Jan 31 Peacock & Co, Field ct, Gray's 
inn 

| Parxixson, Epwarp, Muswell Hill, Warehouseman Jan 31 Pakeman & Read, Iron- 
monger a 

| Peers, Jouy, Warrington, Foreman Brickla: Jan14 White & Sons, Warrington 

Presrox, Exizaneru, Richmond Feb 14 Hall, Folkestone 

| Scuoxes, Sam, Dalton, Huddersfield Jan 31 Sykes, 5 sone pod 

SEARLE, Eves, Sandown,Iof W Jan 20 Bedford ro 

Samira, Arrow, Darley Dale, pony. Nurseryman Jan 2l J j ‘Smith and M W Smith, 


8 J iy Some, ow mh 5 20 Brown & Co, Stockport 

YKES, JOHN an 2 wo 

| x fficld, Licensed Victualler Jan 2 Wing, Sheffield 
Jan 28 oa & C Collins, 


TwIvey, Horace Gnseizy, 
| VINE, Wi IAM, 
Wane aoa, Seaaes, Northwich, Chester, Refreshment House Keeper Jan13 Dixon, 
tO) 
| a ata Rev Pg m2 Bt A Cornwall, Primitive Methodist Minister Jan 25 
WakneEn, , St Austell 


ustell, 

& Stephens, St Austell 
ant, 8t Austell, Cornwall Jan25 Carlyon & Ste 

| Wuaxe, Dawie., Eckstein rd, Wi Co. Victoria st 

' Woop, Tuomas, Nottingham, Pawnbroker Feb 17 Wing & Son, Nottingham 











Wandsworth Feb 8 Fowler 








| Husox, Arrnur GEoRGE, 


Bankruptcy Notices. | Juve SS OF nilatord, Grocer Guildford 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Dec. 23. Dec 19 Ord Dec 19 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Baays_ey, FrepeRicx Josgpu, Cotteridge, King’s Norton, Loss, Percy, Worcester, 
Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 17 


‘ta, Freperick CHARLES 
Bradford Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 
Licensed Victualler Worcester 


Bildeston, Suffolk, Grocer | Witt1ams, AnprEw, Rhyl, Flint, Builder Bangor Pet 
Dec 20 Ord Dec 20 i 

Wititams, Wituiam Joux, Treorchy, Glam, Licensed 
Victualler Pontypridd Pet Nov Ord Dec 20 


Hoxren, Bradford, Tailor Woop, Roperr Amsross, Ilkeston, Paty, Commercial 
Traveller Derby Pet Dec 19 Ord Dec 19 


Amended anti —_s ee pana in the 


B — Birmingham Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 21 L a ‘ a td Ten 
Reading, man Reading Commercial veller 
meta jrd Deo 17 ea = a ee ‘Nov 30 Dec 19 Bakgtwett, aut os IN, elon, vane Croydon Pet 
oom, Josern Heyry, Ilkeston, Painter Derby Pet Dec McHueu, Persr, and Bexsamrx Jonn Burirren, Weaste, Nov 29 Ord Dec 29 
Ord Dec 20 binet Makers Salford Pet Dec21 Ord Dee 2 | FIRST MEETINGS. 








ee, JOSEPH eae, ebay, Yorks, Publican 
York Pet Dec20 Ord D 
Caron, rane Soe, Suffolk, Labourer Ipswich Pet 


CAssELL, Pee ae te, Fishmonger Canterbury Pet 
Dec 21 Ord Dec ™ - 


Rerun” Fm nag Goole, Yorks, Commercial Traveller 
Wakefield Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 19 

Cup, Gzorcz Hirst, and Freperick Curt, Darlington, 
Builders Stockton on Tees Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 17 


Dygr, Atpert Epwarp, Gy Somerset, Confectioner 
me Pet Dec 20 
Epwarps, Samugt Jonny, oe, Glam, Woodman 
Cardiff Pet Dec2t Ord D 


Exa.isu, Cuarres, Lianelly, ar err 
Tinworks en Pet Dec2i Ord Dec 

Evans, Witt1am, Wotton under Edge, Glos, Frait bee 
Gloucester Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 

Farner, James, Lindale, Cartmel, Tacs, Builder Barrow 
in Furness Pet Dec 19 Ord Dec 1 

Gotpsreix, Jacos, Brick In, talfields, Leather Dealer 
High Court Pet Dee 20 Ord Dec20 

Harrop, Tsomas James, Rotherham, Yorks, Joiner 
Bheffield Pet Dec3 Ord Dec 21 

Hopxins, RicHARD, ~<a Glos, Farmer Cheltenham 
Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 





Lancs. 
Morris, —— Altrincham, Chester, 
Manchester Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 21 : 
es Ta Ord Deo at Notts, Grocer Nottingham Pet 
Newtove, WIti14m, upon “5 pene Kings- | 
ton upon Hull Pet Mec ld “ed Dec 


Pauaer, Hevey, ag Wares at, Tailor ‘Frigh Court Pet 
Dec6 Ord Dec 2 
Parez & Co, South Shields, Tailors Newcastle on Tyne | 
Pet Dec5 Ord Dec 20 
Ramm, axes Nic#oxas, 7 Epwarp Cart Rama, Liver- 
Chandlers Li Pet Dec 7 Ord Dec 21 


RicHarpDs, hace Evans, Sidmouth, Devon, Builder | 
Exeter Pet rd Dec 1 


Deci3 O 

Rusu, Tuomas, Beeston Hill, Leeds, Meat Salesman Leeds | 
Pet Dec 20 Ord Dec 20 

Senseant, Exnest Seat Earor, am, | Bristol, Up- | 
holsterer Bristol Pet Dec 20 Ord 

SuHannock, NaTHay, Swanten, Saou oe Dealer Swansea 
Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 19 

Tavsot, THomas Grorae, yey an, Baker 

orthampton Pet Dec 21 Ord D 
Faogee, } J, jun Church rd, Willesden High Court Pet | 


Dec 19 
me. y a. Whitehall ct High Court Pet Nov 
22 Ord Dec 15 


| Evans, WILLIAM, 
Dec 31 


ALBION, Jom, ont and Wituam Grorce A.siox, Acock’s 
Ruskin chmbrs, 1 mien, Th, Cupane, Seeckee veg 

| Buomrieup, Francis Henry, Erith, Chemist Jan 2 at 
11.80 115, Rochester 

| Bovss, Frepericx Ernest, Blackpool, Nurseryman Jan 

at 10.30 Off Ree, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

ne Wicuram Davi, Heretond, Glass Dealer Jan9 

at 10 2, Offa Hereford 

Bauyton, JoserpH Wiiu1am, Wetherby, Yorks, Publican 

om Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pi, 

| Caron, Lzonarp, eae, Suffolk, Labourer Jan 3 at2 Off 

Princes 


, 36, 
| CARPENTER, Hues, , Boot Dealer Jan2at3 Off 
Berrid 


1, ge st, Leicester 
CRACKNELL, Jouw ORLANDO, — Farmer 
Pants, Tailor 


Letheringham, 
Jan 3at 1230 Off ten, 98, Petnass ct, I 
| Dopp, rey Stra nr Mortimer, 
Dec 29 at 230 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High 
st, Sou pton 
| Euuaway, Epwirx James, Penrhiwceiber, Glam, Baker 
Jan2at3 135, High 


otten under , Glos, Fruit Dealer 
31 at12 Of Bee, Station rd, rc 
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Ferris, CHart zs, | aye mg Kent, Tailor Jan 4 at 11.30 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Ca: so 
Hare, Avsert Tuomas, Fore st, Edmonton, Provision 
ler Jan 2 at Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 
~~, Cuarzs, Kingston upon Hull, "Boot Dealer Jan 3 at 
Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 
jou Arrtuur George, Bildeston, Suffolk, Grocer Jan 3 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 36, Princes tt, Ipswi 
Lanerorp, Raps, Birmingham, ‘Windsor Chair Maker 
Jan6atil Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Bir- 
mingham 
ae cen Cartes Hunter, Bradford, Tailor Jan 
Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Moar Ponce, ‘Worcester, Licensed Victualler Jan 2 at 11 
st, Worcester 
Locke, ILLIAM Mion, owners, Mon, Mg 
Agent Jan2atil Off Rec, Westgate chmbrs, New- 


Lockey, Tuomas Witson, Coxhoe, Durham, Farmer Jan5 
at3 O , 24, Johan st, Sunderland 

Maatiy, Henry, Brownsover, nr Rugby, Farmer Jan 2 at 
12 Off Rec, 8 h st, Coventry 

NewrTox, a, oston, Manchester, Job Merchant 
Jan 4at2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Paisz, Cuagies Epear, Witherley, Leicester, Draper and 
Clothier Jan 9 at 12 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation 
st, Birmingham 

Pauuer, a King William st, Fes Importer Jan 5 
atil Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Pucu, Atrrep Epwarp, Bishops Castle, Salop, Painter 
Jan 5at10 4, Corn sq, Leominster 

Regsz, Taomas Wittras, Rise Carr, Darlington, Labourer 
Jandat3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Ricwarps, WItiam Evaxs, Sidmouth, Devon, Builder 
Jan 5 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Rostnson, Szrmoun Wii, Rugby Jan 2 at 10.30 Off 
Rec, 8, High st, Cov: entry 

Rusa, Taomas, Beeston H. Hill, Leeds, Meat Salesman Jan 3 
atll Off Ree, 22,'Park row, Leeds 

Surru, Henry Banina, Ipswich, Builder’s Merchant Jan 
Bat 12 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Spencer, Henry, ‘West Bridgford, Notts, Commercial 
Jan6at12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Tuomas, Jutivs, Edgbaston, neepem Jan 9 at il 
Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Trixpurk, Hanon, The Nupend, nr Malvern, Worcester 
Jan 4at12_ Bankruptcy bldgs, Cary st 

oo Jacos,Whitehali ct Jan 6 at 12 Bankruptcy 

Carey et 

Wane Fhosees Barsar, Bexhill Jan 10 at 3.15 County 

Court Offices, 24, Cambridge rd, Hastings 
ADJUDICATIONS. 

Beprorp, Georar, Reading, Coachman Reading Pet 
Dee 17 Ord Dec 17 

Boors, Joszru Heynry, Ilkeston, Painter Derby Pet Dec 
20 Ord Dec 26 

Baustox, Jose Witti1am, Wetherby, Yorks, Publican 
York Pet De:20 Ord Dec 20 

Beows, Wiiiiam James, fevedgd Cambs, Butcher Cam- 
brid, PetDec17 Ord Dec 19 

Caron, Leonarp, Hoxne, Suffolk, Labourer Ipswich Pet 
Dec 20 Ord Dec 20 

— ~— Eowano, Iiford, Builder Chelmsford Pet 

17 


Pant Francis, Ramsgate, Fishmonger Canterbur 
a 21 Ord Dec —s wt r 

eaeer AtrreD, Goole, Yorks, Commercial Traveller 
Wa kefield Pet Dec 19 Ord Dec 19 

Cuerry, Agtuur Frepericx, Mountgrove rd, “Ti 
Greengrocer High Court Pet Novy16 Ord D 

Cuitp, Grorcz Hirst, and\Frepericx Carrp, Yeewagiee, 

lers Stockton on Tees Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 17 

Duck, Jous, Borough rd, Stone’s End, Southwark, Licensed 
Victualler Hi igi Court Pet Decl4 Ord Dec 19 

Dyer, Atseret Epwanrp, Frome, ee, Confectioner 
Frome Pet Dec20 Ord Dec 

Epwaerps, Sauvet Jons, Winnie, Wesduen Cardiff 
Pet Dee 21 Ord Dec 21 

Enxcusn, Caaries, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Rollerman in 
Tinworks Carmarthen Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 21 

Evass, Wi111am, Wotton under Edge, _ Fruit Dealer 
Gloucester Pet Dec 19 Ord Dec 1 

Fares, James, Lindale, Cartmel, Kanes, Builder Barrow 

in Furness’ Pet Dec 19 Ord De 

Gasman, Jacos, Brick In, Spitalticlae, Leather Dealer 
High Court Pet Dee 20 Ord Dec 20 

Guy, Rovert, Lianelly, Carmarthen,  vameed Lender Car- 
marthen Pet Nov ig Ord Dec 

Hoprxtxs, Ricuarp, Condicote, Glos, , om Cheltenham 
Pet Dee 17 7 

Hvusos, AstHur Grorcz, Bildestom, Suffolk, Grocer 
Ipswich Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 19 

Kiex, James, Borough Gate, Appleby, gy ae, 
Saddler Kendal Pet Nov4 Ord Dec 

Lez, Freperick Casares Husrer, Bradford, "Tailor Brad- 
ford Pet Deei9 Urd Dec 19 

Loss, Pearcy, Worcester, Licensed Victualler Worcester 
Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 17 

Mopp, re On. Notts, Grocer Nottingham Pet 

ir 
Howser hag Kingston upon Hull, Builder Kings- 
Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 19 
Prewss, "Hes ENRY, wig Ladies’ Tailor Eastbourne 
Dec2 Ord Dec 19 

Sue Natuasizt Stroxc, and Esyesr Ricnarp War- 

es. eet, Boct Factors Bristol Pet Dec 8 


Ord 

mace, Wists Janes, Pakeficld, g hamemee, uilder 

a Mackey oy 29 On Deo Sidmouth, a ste 

Roseerasion, Gusniors Hanae, City rd is Court 
Pet Nov Ord Dec 2 

Roan, Tuomss, Beeston Hil, Leeds, Meat-Saleeman Leeds 


ee »Edgwarerd High Court Pet Sept 


Suaxxoox, Natuan, Swansea, Tobacco Dealer 
Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 20” —— 


Sravut, James Arrsur, Prince’s parade, Finchley, Hair- 
dresser Barnet Pet Dect Ord Dec 19 

vane. Tuomas GrorGez, Kettering, tmnt Baker 

Northampton Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 

WEIGALL, Joun Coaries Epwarp, Sconberyis, Kilburn 
High Court Pet July12 Ord Dec 19 

Wiuiams, AnDREw, aw Flint, Builder Bangor Pet 
Dee 20 Ord Dec 2u : 

Woop, Rosert Amsrose, Ikestone, Derby, Commercial 
Traveller Derby Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 19 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Rowianp, Witti1am Rickrorp, Phillimore Pl Kensington 
High Court Adjud Nov 18 Annul Dec 1! 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec 27. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Brooxs, AtrreD, Cadishead, Lancs, Feetanater's Assist- 
ant Salford Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 

weer Louis, and Epwarp Jrnkiysoy, Portsmouth, 

le Makers Portsmouth Pet Dec22 Ord Dec 22 
Dopp, ; ti JEFFERSON, see yg Court rd, Chemist 
High Court Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 2 

Haart, Henry J, Birmingham, aaa | Stable Keeper Bir- 
mingham Pet DecS Ord Dec 2 

Jac tt Davy Epwiy, , hendg upon Hull, Broker 

m Hull Pet Dec22 Ord Dec 22 

KiLmepr, a, Onc . Faaxcis, Gosport, Hants Portsmouth Pet 
Nov 3 

Luoyp, it , Cwm Farm, Lanrothal, Héreford, 
Farmer Newport, Mon Pet Dec 21 ord Dec 21 

Martruews, Joun Freperick, Milton, Staffs Hanley Pet 
Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 

MittuorPe, WALTER, a Seeaingian, Bradford Bradford 
Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 

MoEtLer, CLAUDE, Bradford, Engineer Bradford Pet 
Dec 13 Ord Dec 2: : 

NANGLE, want, licawest Liverpool Pet Dec 10 Ord 
Dec 22 

Ropeets, Davip, Chorlton cum Hardy, Lancs, Builder 
Salford Pet Nov22 Ord Dec 22 

Saris, ALsERT Henry, Moris. nr Oswestry, Baker 
Wrexham Pet Decvz1 Ord Dec 2 

Wartsox, Wiii1am Frep, Leeds, Joiner Leeds Pet Dec 21 
Ord Dee 21 

Wesster, Ropert James, Lion Wharf, Stratford, Contractor 
High Court Pet Decl Ord Dec 22 

— Frank, + ee Staffs, Tailor Walsall Pet 
Dec 21 Ord Dec 2 


vine? MEETINGS. 


Bervanp, AnTaur, Kensington, Liverpool, Boot Dealer 
Jan ll at12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Brown, CuHasLes Harper, Liscard, Book tated Jan 10 
at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
CassELu, Francis, ” Ramsgate, Fishmonger JanS5at9 Off 
Ree, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 
Cuurron, Lovts, and. Epwakrb Jenkinson, Southsea, Hants, 
e Makers Jan5 at 3 Off Ree, Cambridge junc, 
fen st, oe 
Cook, Joun, Hartle Grocer Jan 5at 2.30 Off Rec, 24, 
John st, Eee 
Davison, Tsasc, Newfield, Durham, Stoneman Jan 5 at 
8.30 ff Rec, 24, John st, Sunderland 
outa ARD JEFFERSON, Totteoham Court rd, Chemist 
Jan 5 at il Bankruptcy bidgs, = st 
Gippixes, Amy Exizaseta, Boscombe, Bournemouth, 
ing house Keeper Jan 6 at 12.45 Off Rec, City 
chmbrs, Endless st, Salisbury 
Harpixe, Anraur, Frome, ee Fishmonger Jan 4 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Haynes, BEenJamin, ‘and ALFRED Mospery, Beckenham, 
Builders Jan 4 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London 
Bridge 
Horxriys, Ricuarp, Condicote, —_ Farmer Jan 5 at 3.15 
County Court bldgs, Cheltenha 
Horwoop, Jouy, Corsham, Wilts, Farmer Jan 4 at 12 
ff Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
JuRD, Anruvn, ‘and CuasLorre Haggietr RosEnsTREICca, 
City rd Cabinet Manufacturers Jan 5 at 12 Bank- 
ptey bldgs, Carey st 
ye a, tee AXxN, "Olveston, | -, Better Jan 4 at 
12.15 Off Rec, 26, 
Laynex, MicHAkL, Neath, Glam, “aii Vendor Jan 5 at 12 
Off Ree, 31, Alexandra , Swi 
Mvuzezex, Wit AM, Kirbymoorside, ie, Yorks, Farmer Jan9 
at 11.30 Court house, Northallerton 
Patmer, Harry, King — st, Tailor 
ankruptcy bldgs, Care 
Paixeie, Henny Heron, an " Stimpson, South Shields, 
Tailors Jan4at 12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle 
on Tyne 
Roeies, Henry Apert, | Clerk Jan 4 at 11.45 
Off "Ree, 26, Baldwin st, Bristo 
Tooze, Ernest WILL1aM, Volkestone, Photographer Jan 
12at11.15 County Court bidgs, Cheltenham 
Watson, Wititam Ferp, Leeds, Joiner Jan4datill Off 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bemanp, Agruvur, a Boot Dealer Liverpool Pet 
Nov 21 Ord Dec 22 

Brooxs, Atrrep, Manchester, Feswemgher's Assistant 
Salford Pet Dec23 Ord Dec 23 

Hatz, A.sert Tuomas, Edmonton, Provision Dealer 
Edmonton Pet Dec15 Ord Dec 21 

Jackson, Davip Epwix, Kingston upon Hull, Broker 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Dec22 Ord Dec 22 

Jackson, Henry, Newcastle on Tyne, Innkeeper New- 
castle on Tyne Pet Nov 24 Ord Dec 16 

Lioyp, W1.11amM Hexry, Cwm Farm, Lianrothal, Hereford, 
Farmer Newport, Mon Pet Dec2l Ord Dec 21 

McHvas, Perse, and Bexsamin Joun Britten, Weaste 
Lance, Cabinet Makers Salford Pet Dec 21 Ord 

ec 22 

Matruews, Jonn Frepenicx, Milton, Staffs Pet 

Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 napeied 


[Per Dse Waren, Manningham, Bradford Bradford 


Jan 6 at 11 





Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 





Reaygy, WILLIAM, tp Derby, Miner Che 


Pet Novll Ord De 
Searrz, ALBERT — Morda, > Oswestry, B 
rexham 


W: Dec 21° Ord Dec 2 - 
Wis, ae Bansara, Bexhill Hastings Pet Des 
Ord D 2 


ec 20 ‘ 
Watson, Witt1am Faep, Leeds, Jomer Leeds Pet Deg 
Ord De 


© 21 ; 
Wituimorz, Frank, Lichfield, Tailor Walsall Pet Deg 
Ord Dec 21 





Where di, ifficulty is experienced in procuring 
Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity it 
requested that application be made direct 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: SoLicrrors’ JOURNAL a 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 528, 
post-free. SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL only, 268, 
Country, 288. ; Foreign, 30s.4d. WEEKLY 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 268.; Country oF 
Foreign, 28s. % 


Volumes bound — the Office—cloth, 28. 9d. ; hoff 


law calf, 5s. 6d 
Q. P. es PLEASURE CRUISES. 





THE ONS, ORIENT, 0, LINE will despatch the 


To PORTUGAL, MOR 
BALEARIC ISLES, &c. 
a for 8 Guineas and upwards. 
m Marseilles, 1ith February, 
To SICILY, PALESTINE, EGYPT, &c., 
3 3 DAYS for 25 Guineas and upwards. 
From Marseilles, 18th March 
For GREECE, TURKEY, ASIA MINOR, &e, 
98 DAYS = .- 4 Grineas and upwards. 
r Cruises to follow. 


FENCHURCH AVEN 
For Passage apply to the | the yas Firm at 5, Fenchurch- 
avenue, E.C. ; or to 
street 5S.W. 


F. GREEN & CO. ; ANDE ON, ANDERSON, & CO. 
Head Offi UE. 





Branch Office, 28, Cockspur= ~ 


(JENERAL  REVERSIONARY | AND ; 


INVESTMENT COMPANY, LIMITED, 
No. 26 PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
(Removep rrou 5 WHITEHALL.) 


Estublisk ed 1836, and further empowered by Special Act of a 


Parliament, 14 & 15 Vict. c. 130. 
Share and Debenture Capital... « £619,870. 
Reversions Purchased on favourvble terms. 


Loans on “| 
Reversions made either at annual interest or for deferred 3 


charges. Policies Purchased. 





THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, © 
LIMITED 4 


(EsTaBLiIsHED 1828), 
Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Personal 
Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 





SAE Fes tatoo 


Som 5 ea 


Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other — and Annuities PURCHASED or :: 


ANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Capitalized. 
Cc. H. CLAYTON, Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON, 5 Secretaries, 


19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, E.C. 
Aesets © + 7 £158,000. 





CHAIRMAN 
Siz aaRY WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, Baazr., J.P., 
2, Mitre-court-buildings, Temple, B.C. 


Prompt and Liberal Advanges to Purchase, Build, or 5 


Improve Freehold, 
rowers Interest 4 per "cent. 


, Leasehold, or Copyhold Property. 


Monthly eg 2 ents, © 


which include Principal, Premium, and Interest for each | 


£100: 10 years, £1 1s. 1d.; 12 years, 18s, 4d.; 15 years, 15s. 6d, 


18 LA ge 14s. 24.; 21 years, 12s. 11d. Burvey Fee to £500, | 


Prospectus freeof FREDERICK LONG, Manager. 





URGESS’S INVESTIGATION ; 


BUREAU.—Reliable Information in Divorce, and 
all confidential cases at home and abroad ; write for bir 
31, King William-street, London, E.0.; an uns 
record for 50 years with the legal profession, 











